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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT 


Caring for the welfare of children is a continuous and ongo- 
ing process, the foundation of which is a legally sound system. 
Child-friendly proceedings are designed to ensure the meaningful 
involvement of children in the decision-making process, which, of 
course, is manifested in the proper realization of the child’s right to 
be heard. A child’s right to be heard in civil proceedings is a cru- 
cial aspect of child-centred justice, recognizing children as active 
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recognize the children’s right to participate in decision-making pro- 
cesses related to them. The article analyzes the legal framework 
applicable in different jurisdictions, including challenges and best 
practices in exercising the right. In addition, the article discusses 
the importance of the child’s participation in civil proceedings, em- 
phasizing its impact on the child’s development and well-being and, 
on the other hand, on the quality of court decisions. The article 
discusses the relationship between the child’s right to be heard and 
the standard of protection of the best interests. It emphasizes the 
need for a multidisciplinary approach when dealing with cases re- 
lated to children. The article reviews the practical challenges and 
opportunities related to this issue and circumstances limiting the 
right, such as age and maturity. The legal ways necessary for better 
realization of the child’s right to be heard are proposed in the form 
of recommendations in the article. 
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INTRODUCTION 


The relevance of ensuring the child’s right to 
be heard in civil proceedings is deeply rooted in 
its legal importance. The child’s right to be heard 
strongly guarantees fair decision-making. In this 
regard, the issue of whether the child’s right to be 
heard Is ensured during civil proceedings is highly 
relevant and significant. The Code emphasizes the 
urgency of the issue, adopted in 2019, particularly 
Article 8, which defines the necessity of expressing 
the child’s opinion and taking It into account. How- 
ever, the question is whether the abovementioned 
Code ensure the child’s right to be heard fully. In 
this regard, the issue needs to be evaluated and 
relevant recommendations developed. 

Violating a child’s right to be heard or inade- 
quate provision can lead to unfair decisions re- 
garding the child. The article aims to study the le- 
gal nature of the child’s right to be heard, identify 
the circumstances that may limit or hinder the full 
exercise of this right, present the obstacles in the 
national legislation and make the necessary rec- 
ommendations. 

The article’s novelty lies in its focus on legis- 
lative recommendations derived from research on 
ensuring the child’s right to be heard in civil pro- 
ceedings. 

Several scientific research methods were em- 
ployed in the research, including grammatical 
and teleological interpretation of legal norms, to 
identify legal gaps and develop recommendations. 
Comparative legal research and analysis of court 
decisions are presented to determine the limiting 
circumstances of the child’s right to be heard. The 
main issues of the paper are also processed using 
analysis and synthesis methods. 

In the first chapter, the focus is on providing a 
general review of the legitimate purpose and pre- 
conditions of the child’s right to be heard, as well 
as its relation to the child’s best interests. In the 
second chapter, the focus shifts towards the cir- 
cumstances limiting the child’s right to be heard, 
while the third chapter discusses national legisla- 
tion and practice, as well as existing gaps and rec- 
ommendations. 


1. THE CHILD’S RIGHT TO BE 
HEARD AND ITS RELATION TO 
THE STANDARD OF PROTECTION 
OF THE BEST INTERESTS 


The evolution of the child’s right to be heard in 
international law represents a significant change 
in recognizing children as autonomous individu- 
als with distinct rights and interests. One of the 
fundamental documents of this evolution is the 
Declaration of the Rights of the Child, adopted by 
the General Assembly in 1959.’ Although the Decla- 
ration recognized children’s entitlement to special 
care and assistance, it did not explicitly mention 
the right to be heard. Nevertheless, the Declara- 
tion laid the groundwork for future developments 
in children’s rights by emphasizing the importance 
of considering the needs and interests of children. 
The next important step in the evolution of the 
child’s right to be heard was the adoption of the 
Convention on the Rights of the Child by the United 
Nations in 1989.2 The Convention on the Rights of 
the Child (CRC) is the most universally ratified hu- 
man rights treaty in history, which treats the child 
as the subject entitled to a comprehensive range 
of rights, rather than passive recipients of care, 
love and protection. 

The Convention on the Rights of the Child de- 
fines four general principles, one of which is the 
right to be heard. Article 12 of the Convention on 
the Rights of the Child (CRC)? not only explicitly es- 
tablishes the right of children to be heard but also 
emphasizes the fundamental importance of this 
right in the interpretation and implementation of 
all other rights recognized in the Convention.’ 

Since the Convention on the Rights of the Child 
is based on the concept of child welfare, in its actu- 


1 UN Declaration on the Rights of the Child. (1959). 
<https://archive.crin.org/en/library/legal-database/ 
un-declaration-rights-child-1959.html> [Last viewed: 09 
March, 2024]. 

2 Convention on the Rights of the Child. (1989). <https:// 
www.coe.int/en/web/compass/convention-on-the- 
rights-of-the-child> [Last viewed: 09 March, 2024]. 

3 Convention on the Rights of the Child. (1989). Article 12. 
<https://www.coe.int/en/web/compass/convention-on- 
the-rights-of-the-child> [Last viewed: 09 March, 2024]. 

4 Committee on the Rights of the Child. (2009). General 
Comment 12. The right of the child to be heard, Geneva. 
5.  <https://www.refworld.org/legal/general/crc/2009/ 
en/70207> [Last viewed: 09 March, 2024]. 
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al definition and identification, child participation 
is required.° Thus, the Convention on the Rights 
of the Child (CRC) indeed recognizes the critical 
importance of children’s participation in deci- 
sion-making processes that affect them directly. 

According to the first part of Article 12 of the 
Convention on the Rights of the Child: “States Par- 
ties shall assure to the child who is capable of 
forming his or her views the right to express those 
views freely in all matters affecting the child, the 
views of the child being given due weight in accor- 
dance with the age and maturity of the child“? Ar- 
ticle 12 of the Convention on the Rights of the Child 
(CRC) places a clear responsibility on states to en- 
sure that children have the opportunity to express 
their views on all matters affecting them freely. For 
states to realize the abovementioned right accu- 
rately and without any distorted interpretation, it 
is necessary to clarify what is meant by “having the 
ability to form one’s own opinion “. The case of the 
European Court of Human Rights clarifies in the 
case N.TS v. Georgia,’ that the mentioned phrase 
does not define a restriction but the obligation 
of the state to evaluate the child’s ability within 
the scope of the possibility. The state party must 
assume in each particular case that the child can 
express his/her views, the child is not obliged to 
prove his/her capacity. The child has the right to 
freely express his/her views without any pressure, 
and his/her desire to exercise the right to be heard 
is noteworthy. 

To ensure that the child is heard, in accordance 
with the first part of Article 2 of the Convention, it 
is necessary that the issue concerns the child him- 
self/herself, and Article 12 of the Convention does 
not explicitly define the right to express opinion 
in general. Instead, it specifically focuses on the 
right of the child to freely express their views on all 
matters affecting them. In addition to the above, 
the disposition of the same article emphasizes the 
importance of considering the views of the child in 


5 Bosisio, R. (2012). Children’s Right to Be Heard: What Chil- 
dren Think. The International Journal of Children’s Rights 
20(1). 141-154 
<https://www.researchgate.net/publication/269837271 
Children%27s_ Right _to Be Heard What Children 
Think> [Last viewed: 09 March, 2024]. 

6 Convention on the Rights of the Child. (1989). Article 12. 
<https://www.coe.int/en/web/compass/convention-on- 
the-rights-of-the-child> [Last viewed: 09 March, 2024]. 

7 N. Ts. and Ohers v. Georgia. 2016. § 20. 


accordance with their age and maturity. 

Unlike the first part, the second part of Article 
12 of the Convention is procedural and imposes 
the obligation to hear the child on the court and 
administrative bodies directly, through a represen- 
tative or a relevant body. However, the Convention 
on the Rights of the Child (CRC) does not provide 
specific guidance on the form or procedures for 
ensuring children’s participation in judicial pro- 
ceedings. 

Later, Article 12 of the Convention was inter- 
preted by the UN Committee on the Rights of the 
Child, which supervises the implementation of the 
Convention and requires States Parties to ensure 
that children are allowed to express their views on 
all matters affecting them, including in judicial and 
administrative proceedings. The Committee ex- 
plains® that the implementation of Article 12 of the 
Convention requires five steps to be taken, namely: 

1. Informing the Child of Their Rights—Those 
responsible for hearing the child should en- 
sure that the child is informed of their right 
to express their views on all matters affect- 
ing them. In addition, the child must receive 
information about the hearing through a 
representative. 

2. Hearing—The environment in which the 
child exercises the right to be heard should 
be encouraging. The child needs to make 
sure that the adult responsible for listening 
to him/her is ready to listen to him/her and 
take seriously what he/she decides to say. 
The person who listens to the child may be 
involved in issues related to the child (e.g. 
teachers, social workers or caregivers), may 
also be a decision-maker in the institution 
(e.g. principal, administrator or judge), or a 
specialist (e.g. psychologist, expert, doctor). 

3. Assessment of the child’s ability—It is neces- 
sary to assess the child’s ability and the ex- 
tent to which he/she can form his/her own 
opinions reasonably and independently. 

4, Giving proper importance to the child’s 
Opinion—The decision maker should give 
due importance to the child’s views. 


8 Committee on the Rights of the Child. (2009). General 
Comment 12. The right of the child to be heard. Geneva. 
5.  <https://www.refworld.org/legal/general/crc/2009/ 
en/70207> [Last viewed: 09 March, 2024]. 
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5. Appeals—The legislation shall ensure the 
rights and procedures for appeals when 
a child’s right to be heard and have their 
views given due weight is neglected or vi- 
olated. Based on the abovementioned, 
five basic procedures must be followed 
at the stage of hearing the child in the 
proceedings, which the legislation must 
ensure; otherwise, it will lead to a diversity 
of practice and errors. 

The child’s right to be heard is a crucial tool 
for improving justice. When children are involved 
in the proceedings, they contribute to the quality 
of the process and increase the likelihood of fair 
outcomes. 

When realizing the child’s right to be heard, It 
is important to clarify that this is a child’s right 
and not a duty. A child should be heard when he/ 
she can form his/her views. However, this should 
not be judged only by age, it is also necessary to 
inform the child about his/her rights.? This is the 
foundation and general framework for realizing 
the child’s right to be heard in the civil process es- 
pecially, when the issue concerns sensitive topics 
related to the child, such as: determining the place 
of residence, relationship with parents and others. 

The most important factor in realizing the 
child’s right to be heard is considering the child’s 
opinion. However, this right is not absolute and 
may be limited. Age and maturity are significant 
factors that may limit a child’s right to be heard 
in certain cases. However, assessing the extent to 
which the child’s rights can be limited in relation 
to other rights provided by the Convention Is espe- 
cially important. For example, when giving priority 
to the best interests of the child. 

According to the first paragraph of Article 3 of 
the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child, “In 
all actions concerning children, whether undertak- 
en by public or private social welfare institutions, 
courts of law, administrative authorities, or legis- 
lative bodies, the best interests of the child shall 
be a primary consideration”? The principle of the 


9 Filauro, C., Lavazzo, S., Manni, V. (2016). The Right of the 
Child to be Heard: Challenge for Harmonization. Themis 
Competition 2016 Semi — Final B 2: International Judicial 
Cooperation in Civil Matters — European Family Law. 3. 
<https://portal.ejtn.eu/PageFiles/14775/Written%20pa- 
per_ltaly.pdf> [Last viewed 09 March, 2024]. 

10 Convention on the Rights of the Child. (1989). Article 3. 


primacy of the best interests of the child and the 
right of children to be heard are two fundamental 
pillars of the Convention on the Rights of the Child 
(CRC) which are used in the interpretation of all 
other provisions." Based on the abovementioned, 
understanding the relationship between the child’s 
right to be heard and the standard of protection of 
the best interests is crucial for ensuring that nei- 
ther right is unreasonably limited at the expense 
of the other. 

Regarding the best interests of the child, the 
Court of Human Rights explains that the assess- 
ment of the best interests of a particular child 
should be carried out individually,” when a) the 
child’s opinions should be given due importance, 
b) all other rights of the child must be taken into 
account, including the right to dignity, freedom 
and equal treatment, c) a multidisciplinary ap- 
proach should be used by all agencies that will 
consider all interests, including the child’s psycho- 
logical and physical well-being, legal, social and 
economic interests. Courts should employ a multi- 
disciplinary approach to determine the child’s best 
interests when considering and deciding cases in- 
volving children“? Based on the abovementioned, 
listening and considering the child’s opinion is a 
criterion for determining the child’s best interests. 
Therefore, the child must participate in the deter- 
mination and identification of the best interests 
of the child.“ That is why it is clear that Articles 


<https://www.coe.int/en/web/compass/convention-on- 
the-rights-of-the-child> [Last Viewed 09 March, 2024]. 

al Jee Lee, S. A Child’s Voice vs. A Parent’s Control: Re- 
solving a Tension between the Convention on the 
Rights of the Child and U.S. Law. Columbia Law Review. 
N3. Vol. 117, <https://www.columbialawreview.org/ 
content/a-childs-voice-vs-a-parents-control-resolving- 
a-tension-between-the-convention-on-the-rights-of- 
the-child-and-u-s-law/?fbclid=IwAR2ei7j109YO4FZN- 
9JOHbShima56H6ElaoSgVGIk8Uyvgax_fkDwlG6OQoAE> 
[Last viewed 09 March, 2024]. 

12 Mol, C., Kruger T. (2018). International child abduction 
and the best interests of the child: an analysis of 
judicial reasoning in two jurisdictions. Journal of Private 
International Law. Vol. 14. Issue 3. 421-454. 

13 Guidelines of the Committee of Ministers of the Council 
of Europe 1-4. 19. 

14 Bosisio, R. (2012). Children’s Right to Be Heard: What 
Children Think, The International Journal of Children’s 
Rights 20(1), 141-154. <https://www.researchgate.net/ 
publication/269837271 Children%27s Right to Be 
Heard What Children Think> [Last viewed 09 March, 
2024). 
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12th and 3rd of the Convention do not contradict 
each other instead, Article 3rd reinforces Article 
12th promotes the essential role of children in the 
decision-making process.’° Determining the best 
interests of the child without listening to him/her 
and taking his/her opinion into account is unrea- 
sonable, the child knows what he/she wants and 
what represents his/her well-being. As for taking 
into account the opinion, this is a matter of further 
assessment; however, when making a decision, the 
child’s opinion should not be taken into account 
only if the child’s ability to fully express his/her 
views, assessed as necessary, does not meet the 
criteria established by Article 3 of the Convention, 
in this regard, it cannot be used to determine the 
standard of best interests. In this case, disregard- 
ing the child’s opinion conflicts with the right to 
the priority of the best interests only because the 
requirements of Article 12 of the Convention are 
not met. Therefore, the conclusion that the child’s 
right to be heard conflicts with the right to priori- 
tize the best interests is meaningless. 


2. AGE AND MATURITY AS 
A LIMITATION OF THE RIGHT 


Article 12 of the Convention on the Rights of 
the Child (CRC) does not impose an age limit on 
the child’s right to express their views; this is, of 
course, contrary to the imposition by States Parties 
of age limits by law, which would limit the child’s 
right to be heard in all matters concerning him. In 
this regard, the UN Committee on the Rights of the 
Child has emphasized that the child’s right to be 
heard extends to all children, irrespective of age. 
This recognition acknowledges that even young 
children can form opinions, express preferences, 
and contribute to decision-making processes in 
meaningful ways. Accordingly, Article 12 of the 
Convention requires recognising and respecting 
non-verbal forms, including play, body language, 


15 Committee on the Rights of the Child. (2009). General 
Comment 12. The right of the child to be heard. Geneva. 
5.  <https://www.refworld.org/legal/general/crc/2009/ 
en/70207> [Last viewed 09 March, 2024]. 

16 Committee on the Rights of the Child. (2009). General 
Comment 12. The right of the child to be heard. Geneva. 
5.  <https://www.refworld.org/legal/general/crc/2009/ 
en/70207> [Last viewed 09 March, 2024]. 


drawing, etc., through which very young children 
demonstrate choices and desires. 

The phrase mentioned in Article 12 of the Con- 
ventions, “Giving appropriate weight in accordance 
with the age and maturity of the child”, in Article 
12 of the Convention on the Rights of the Child 
(CRC) does not imply the establishment of age re- 
strictions. For example, in Bulgaria and Romania, 
children are generally heard from the age of ten; 
in Spain, the legal age of consent for children to 
express their views on certain matters is typical- 
ly fourteen, and in Finland, children are normally 
heard from the age of fifteen in legal or administra- 
tive proceedings.” In France, the law sets age lim- 
its for specific proceedings; for example, in family 
law proceedings, a child can be heard from the age 
of seven.'® Various age-related restrictions at the 
level of national legislation are artificial barriers 
to the exercise of the right. Therefore, they should 
not be considered at the legislative or practical 
level. 

It is interesting to what extent it is possible to 
limit the right to be heard to very young children. 
In very young children who are not yet able to form 
an opinion or otherwise express their wishes,” it 
is necessary for the courts to rely on the expert’s 
objective assessment,”? to determine whether a 
child can be heard, taking into account the age and 
maturity of young children, even with the help of 
a child psychologist/specialist if necessary.”" The 
fact that the child is very young or in a vulnera- 
ble situation (eg, with disabilities, belonging to a 
minority group, being a migrant, etc.) does not de- 
prive him/her of the right to express his/her views 
and does not reduce the importance that should 
be given to the views of the child in determining 


17 European Union Agency for fundamental rights. (2015). 
Child-friendly justice, perspectives and experiences 
of professionals on children’s participation in civil 
and criminal judicial proceedings in 10 EU Member 
States. 40. <https://fra.europa.eu/sites/default/files/ 
fra-2015-child-friendly-justice-professionals en.pd- 
f?fbclid=IwAR1IJvYYDOd20VeCSM5MJF__IUZJcQ4SSX- 
haZ-kgSiwgnUGEa0_jAqg57x20Q> [Last viewer 09 March, 
2024]. 

18 Ibid. 

19 Petrov and X v. Russia. 2018. § 108. Neves Caratdo Pinto v. 
Portugal. 2021. § 138. Katskeros v. Greece. 2022. § 59. 

20 Neves Caratdo Pinto v. Portugal. 2021. § 138. 

21 Zelikha Magomadova v. Russia. 2019. § 116. Cinta v. 
Romania. 2020. §§ 53-54. 
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his/her best interests.”? According to the explana- 
tory report of the Convention, attempts to estab- 
lish a minimum age during the process of devel- 
oping the text of the Convention ended in failure, 
since “all the numbers had an artificial, one might 
say, arbitrary character. It was considered best to 
entrust the application of this provision in life to 
the competence of the relevant bodies”.” Entrust- 
ing the competence of relevant bodies, obviously, 
does not mean the possibility of setting a mini- 
mum age at the legislative level, it is related to the 
practical implementation of the right to be heard 
of the child, during which the competent persons 
make a decision to listen to the child and take into 
account his/her opinion. 

As for maturity, it refers to the capacity of a 
child to understand and evaluate specific out- 
comes. Maturity is quite difficult to define in the 
context of Article 12 of the Convention; it is the 
child’s capacity to express reasonable and inde- 
pendent views on various Issues. The greater the 
impact of the result on the child’s life, the more 
relevant the appropriate assessment of the child’s 
maturity. In contrast to the establishment of age 
restrictions, the legislation of various countries 
hardly defines what constitutes a child’s maturity. 
It is mainly a matter of assessment in the above- 
mentioned decision-making process. For exam- 
ple, In Croatia and France, the determination and 
evaluation of a child’s level of maturity and best 
interests are often conducted on a case-by-case 
basis.” Polish civil law explains that children can 
be heard in legal proceedings if their maturity, de- 
velopment, and health allow them to participate, 
but the law does not define “maturity”. Thus, age 
and maturity-based restrictions should indeed be 


22 Judgment of the Supreme Court of Georgia of April 20, 
2022 in case No. A-791-SH-24-2022. 

23 Practical Guide to the Hague Convention. (2018). Tbilisi, 
77-79, referred to: the judgment of the Supreme Court 
of Georgia of April 20, 2022 according to No. A-791- 
SH-24-2022. 

24 European union agency for fundamental rights. (2015). 
Child-friendly justice, perspectives and experiences 
of professionals on children’s participation in civil 
and criminal judicial proceedings in 10 EU Member 
States. 40. <https://fra.europa.eu/sites/default/files/ 
fra-2015-child-friendly-justice-professionals en.pd- 
f?fbclid=IwAR1IJvYYDOd20VeCSM5MJF__IUZJcQ4SSX- 
haZ-kgSiwgnUGEaO_jAqg57x20Q> [Last viewer 09 March, 
2024]. 

25 Ibid. 


subject to individual assessment to ensure that 
children’s rights are upheld equally,”° “Informa- 
tion, experience, environment, social and cultur- 
al expectations and level of support determine 
the juvenile’s ability to form his/her own opinion. 
That is why it is evaluated individually”.” Such an 
assessment ensures that children are involved in 
decision-making, with reasonable assistance and 
support if necessary. 

Thus, considering age and maturity as limit- 
ing circumstances of the child’s right to be heard 
requires an objective assessment process. Other- 
wise, no one can limit the child from expressing 
his/her opinion and views. Here, it should be taken 
into account that age taken separately, even very 
young age, cannot be considered as an uncondi- 
tional limiting circumstance; the required maturity 
may not be suitable for the full expression of the 
child’s opinion; in this regard, any legal restrictions 
do not serve the requirements stipulated by the 
Convention. Moreover, they are contrary to the ob- 
jectives of Article 12 of the Convention. 


3. INCORPORATION OF THE 
CHILD'S RIGHT TO BE HEARD 
IN NATIONAL LEGISLATION 


The Code on the Rights of the Child was adopt- 
ed in 2019, according to which the standards of rec- 
ognition, realization and protection of children’s 
rights were determined by national legislation, 
which applies everywhere when discussing issues 
related to children. The child’s right to be heard 
is defined by Article 8 of the Code, according to 
which: 1. The child shall have the right to have his/ 
her opinion heard when resolving any matter relat- 
ed to or affecting any of his/her rights and to have 
his/her opinion taken into account in accordance 
with the child’s best interests; 2. The child shall 
have the right always to be heard when the child is 
willing to express his/her opinion, either directly 
or by providing due support depending on individ- 
ual needs, and in the form and by any means of 
communication desirable and permissible for the 


26 Judgment of the Supreme Court of Georgia dated October 
8, 2019. No. A-3658-SH-95-2019. 

27 Judgment of the Supreme Court of Georgia of April 20, 
2022. No. A-791-SH-24-2022. 
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child; 3. The restriction of the right provided for by 
paragraph 1 of this article on the grounds of age, 
disability or other circumstances shall be inadmis- 
sible; 4. The process of interviewing the child and 
listening to his/her opinion should be informative, 
voluntary, respectful and accountable to the child, 
adapted to the child, inclusive, safe, conducted 
by specialists properly trained in child issues”. 
It should be noted that according to the Georgian 
legislation, the child’s right to be heard provides 
for the hearing of the child, taking into account the 
child’s wishes, when discussing any issue related 
to him/her, without any restrictions based on age 
or other circumstances, in an informative, volun- 
tary and child-friendly environment. The Court of 
Cassation, in one of its important decisions” which 
refers to the recognition and enforcement of a de- 
cision of a foreign country in the territory of Geor- 
gia, draws attention to the fact that according to 
the requirements of a special law, a decision rec- 
ognized in the territory of Georgia is against the 
public order of Georgia. According to the decision 
of the court of a foreign country, it is not estab- 
lished whether a psychologist was involved in the 
consideration of the case or even whether the psy- 
chologist heard the minor. The Court of Cassation 
emphatically explains that “hearing a minor does 
not mean hearing the child directly in front of the 
court, but also considers the case when a psychol- 
ogist’s opinion is presented in the case, taking into 
account the minor’s psycho-emotional state and 
desire for attachment or relationship with each 
parent”°° The cassation chamber considered the 
neglect of the child’s direct and indirect hearing 
as the main factor in making the decision. Despite 
considering the principle of hearing the child in 
the Code on the Rights of Child and the practice of 
the Court of Cassation, the Code of Civil Procedure 
does not contain relevant procedural mechanisms 
regarding the child’s participation in the process 
and provision of hearing. The Code on the Rights 


28 The Code of Children’s Rights of Georgia. (2019). The right 
of a child to have his opinion heard and to participate. 
Article 8. Legislative Herald of Georgia. <https://matsne. 
gov.ge/ka/document/view/4613854?publication=4> [Last 
viewed 09 March, 2024]. 

29 Judgment of the Supreme Court of Georgia on June 23, 
2022. No. AS 716-2021. 

30 Judgment of the Supreme Court of Georgia of April 20, 
2022. No. AS-791-SH-24-2022. 


of Child quite generally defines the standards for 
giving due importance to the opinion of the child; 
however, for the right to be employed accordingly, 
it is necessary to change the legislation of a sep- 
arate field of law based on the Code of the Rights 
of the Child. In addition to the fact that the Code 
does not define the child’s right to be heard, it also 
does not provide for the five procedural steps re- 
quired to ensure Article 12 of the Convention. For 
example, the rules of training and informing the 
child, the need to assess the age and maturity of 
the child, and the appeal procedures. To estab- 
lish a uniform practice and fully ensure the child’s 
rights, the civil procedure legislation needs to in- 
clude in detail the definitions regarding the child’s 
right to be heard. Considering the absence of legal 
regulations, “the starting principle for the court 
is that children should be recognized and treated 
as subjects of rights rather than merely objects of 
protection”.*" 

According to the standard of the European Court 
of Justice in child-related cases, the quality of the 
decision-making process is evaluated; in particu- 
lar, it is determined whether the interested parties, 
including children, were allowed to express their 
opinion.” The Court of Cassation is guided by the 
mentioned principle when making a decision. In 
one of the cases, the Court of Cassation shared the 
complaint of the cassator regarding the neglect of 
providing proper security during the interview of 
the child in the Court of Appeal since the environ- 
ment was not adapted to the child, which may have 
caused some kind of confusion, fear and/or re- 
straint of the child. Accordingly, the appeal court’s 
conclusion that the child, considering his/her age 
and maturity, could not independently determine 
what he/she wanted for future development is un- 
founded.* Listening to the child’s opinion is not 
only a formal process, to achieve the goal of the 


31 Judgment of the Supreme Court of Georgia of June 23, 
2022. No.AS 716-2021. Judgement of the Supreme Court 
of Georgia of December 20, 2021. No. A-3272-SH-78-2020. 
Judgment of the Supreme Court of Georgia of July 8, 
2022. No.AS 173-2022. Judgment of the Supreme Court 
of Georgia dated September 29, 2022. No.AS 1139-2021. 

32 Havelka and Others v. the Czech Republic. 2007. § 62. 
Haase v. Germany. 2004. § 97. It is indicated: according to 
the judgement of the Supreme Court of Georgia of June 
23, 2022. No. AS-716-2021. 

33 Judgment of the Supreme Court of Georgia of December 
7, 2021. No. As-787-2021. 
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right, the opinion needs to be properly taken into 
account in the proceedings and reflected accord- 
ingly in the decision. The child’s explanation is a 
kind of evidence, and its disregard requires the 
necessary justification, and the basis of the justi- 
fication is an objective and unbiased assessment. 
That is why the civil procedural legislation should 
also include the obligation to substantiate the dis- 
regard of the child’s opinion properly, and in case 
of violation of the abovementioned obligation, the 
rules and procedures of appeal. 

The Code of Civil Procedure stipulates that 
the rights and legally protected interests of mi- 
nors between the ages of 7 and 18 are protected 
in court by their parents or guardians. In addition, 
the court must involve even minors in such cases.** 
A child’s rights and legally protected interests are 
protected in court by his/her legal representative. 
The court is authorized to involve the child in pro- 
ceedings. Civil Procedure Law gives the child the 
right to choose how to be heard, whether directly 
or through a representative. Delegating the right 
to hear the child to a representative is based on 
the principle of representation by the appropriate 
person,*° which can be considered an indirect form 
of hearing the minor.” The delegation of the right 
to hear the child to a representative should be uti- 
lized in legal proceedings only in cases of extreme 


34 Civil Procedure Code of Georgia. (1997). Article 81 (3). 
Legislative Herald of Georgia. <https://matsne.gov.ge/ka/ 
document/view/29962?publication=166> [Last viewed: 
09.03.2024]. 

35 Ibid. 

36 Fridriksdottir, H. (2015). Relational Representation: 
The Empowerment of Children in Justice Systems, in: 
Child-Friendly Justice: A Quarter of a Century of the UN 
Convention on the Rights of the Child. Madmoudi, S., 
Leviner P., Kaldal, A., Lainpelto, K. (Eds.). Brill Nijhoff. 
Leiden, Boston. 56. Indicated: Shekiladze, Kh. (2019). 
Prioritizing the best interests of minors in conflict 
with the law in the process of juvenile justice (criminal 
proceedings). according to Tbilisi. 183. <https://www. 
tsu.ge/assets/media/files/48/disertaciebi4/Khatia 
Shekiladze.pdf> [Last viewed 09 March, 2024]. 

37 Van Hooijdonk, E. (2016). Children’s Best Interests: A 

Discussion of Commonly Encountered Tensions. In: 
The Best Interests of the Child — A Dialogue Between 
Theory and Practice. Sormunen, M. (Ed.), Council of 
Europe. 43. Indicated: Shekiladze, Kh. (2019). Prioritizing 
the best interests of minors in conflict with the law in 
the process of juvenile justice (criminal proceedings), 
according to Tbilisi. 2019. 183. <https://www.tsu.ge/ 
assets/media/files/48/disertaciebi4/Khatia_ Shekiladze. 
pdf> [Last viewed:09.03.2024]. 


necessity. The transfer of the child’s right to anoth- 
er person, regardless of his/her professional train- 
ing, contains certain risks, the most correct way to 
avoid these risks is to state the wishes of the child 
himself/herself. If the representative conveys the 
child’s opinion, it is necessary to convey the child’s 
wishes without any unnecessary interference so 
that the decision is not based on wrong views. If 
a child is assigned a legal representative or a rele- 
vant caregiver and guardianship worker is involved 
in the process, it is necessary to consider that all 
professionals working with children should be 
trained in an interdisciplinary manner, taking into 
account the rights of the child, different age needs 
and the process adapted to the child. They must be 
trained to communicate with children of all ages 
and development.*® The child’s opinion expressed 
through the representative should be given the 
same importance as if the child were expressing 
it directly; however, in this case, not age and ma- 
turity but the connection with the best interests 
should be determined, and the extent to which the 
explanation of the representative represents the 
best interests of the child should be determined. 

Thus, the civil procedure legislation should es- 
tablish the procedural safeguards necessary for 
the hearing of the child so that the hearing of the 
child’s views is voluntary and informative, and the 
opinion is duly taken into account. 


CONCLUSION 


Realizing the child’s right to be heard depends 
on following complex approaches. Without legal- 
ly defined procedures, it becomes challenging to 
establish a uniform practice, and it is even more 
difficult to properly protect and ensure the child’s 
right to be heard in each specific case. 

Considering the abovementioned, the Civil Pro- 
cedure Code must define the child’s right to be 
heard with appropriate procedures and mecha- 
nisms. First of all, to prepare the child, the obli- 
gation of proper information of the child on the 
part of the authorized persons should be defined, 


38 Child-Friendly Justice. (2017). Law Research. United 
Nations Children’s Fund. <https://www.unicef.org/ 
georgia/media/1481/file/Legislative%20Analysis%20 
GEO.pdf> [Last viewer 09 March, 2024]. 
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the confirmation of which will be considered as the 
subject of proof of these persons. Also, there is a 
need for a specific definition of the legal mecha- 
nisms of the direct hearing, the selection of the 
appropriate environment and the persons present, 
at which time it is important to have more infor- 
mality, both in the direct hearing space and in the 
dress of the responsible persons. It is important 
that the Code of Civil Procedure additionally con- 
siders the appropriate justification for disregard- 
ing the child’s opinion and the involvement of an 
expert in assessing age and development. If any of 


the necessary components for realizing the child’s 
right to be heard are not present, for example, the 
child is not provided with information as needed, 
the environment is not child-oriented, the expert's 
assessment is not considered reliable, or the de- 
cision itself ignores the child’s opinion, there 
needs to be an appeal rule and procedure, which 
will be another and important lever for protecting 
the child’s right to be heard in civil proceedings. 
However, it should be noted that the appeal proce- 
dure should be fast and focused on protecting the 
child’s best interests. 
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003030b dmbdy6bob no3qMg00 LbLodmMgomsgjm 
bodoMmombBoMmdmygsobob 


doMoad bob9dqmn0d9 
bsdohaamoalb om{4mMsb6§o, 353jobo0b 76039Mb08)940, 
6O3M3090, bsgJoMo370M 


vobOMud00 


65303900b B9MNMOM]Mbod] BHMY6Z30 09OdNZN Oo RHy3gIGO 8MMEBgbOa, MMIAMAL boyyxd3g9m0 
bodoMMAMIOMNZ5O ZodoMHNQMEM LaL|HQGoo. 69303d9 IMMZId09ENN LoDoMMoMbBoMIAM|ds g0@06y39- 
Hamygoab da~mgdnb 8HMMEBgbdN Bob AohMAMModob BAMALDIMOL, MB, BboONo, 003d30b AMbAQbHOb 
3QBMIOAL LoMsHoOM Mygomndyo0dn ZodMabodygobo. bodIMJoMoJM bodoMMomMbBsMIAM|dab gQohe- 
mgOdn 003d30b 9QEM]Jd0 — AMLIAQHAM ayMb — 60303909 MMHaAgZHHAM|dgEMN JohHAMIAbssym|ONb 
bobAaBZMZbMM 3Md8MbHgHAno, MMAQMNE Dom goMoby3Zggham|dg00b Bamgdob 8MMEBgLdO oJdoygM 
AMBsGangg{00O omnoMgOb. LAodoo 033Mg3b 003d3Nb AMbIAQHaL VQ dnb A8MEM|BOob bogMmo- 
IAMMALM LoAoMAMaDL bobH|IIO, AQbodsdabo@, ZobabAM3Zb bogMMsdIMMaLM 3mM6396R30g90b, fMm- 
BMMABS ZoIMML Oo3Zd3ZM0 VRBm|odgdab 3MH39gH3N0 Oo MAgNMBAM OMB3y7dgHHg0b, MMAM|ON0EB 
dM09MJO96H 6oZdZNb YQBM|oob AMBsGaM|Mdo — BNNMMB BoMMob OoZogdnMydgmn Bgo@o6y39KH0- 
mgdgdab damgdnb 8MMEBgLdO. LAosANo soHoMndgob Lbgs@obb3Zo0 aYMAL@NIBNDdN AMJIg@O boZo- 
BMBd@ denM AoMAmb, dom ImMMab, yQAmgdab Magomndygbab 8HMEBgbdN oMbygdgEM B00Mb393890b09 Oo 
bo9739MQLM BMoJAHoaZob. ZoMOdo odabo, LH gobabaMogb bodoMHMosMboMdAMg]oa0b 8MMEB3gbdN d03- 
d3Z30b AMBsHaM|MINL AHNIZHQMModob boIMJoMo)JM boAoMMosMBoMIAM|do0do, bodb VL30db Bob go- 
3—m bob, FMM AbMNg, doZdZNb QobZNMoMgdobo Oo BIMNMOM|IMd9dgJ, bManm, AQMM—fg AbMng, Lobo- 
DoMMAMM BoOorBy3ghaM|dgONb boMabbd). LAoHNsdN ZobbaMY Ns 603d3Nb AMbLAQHAL AQAmgyonb 
DNDoMM|O9 Lo7ZgMQLM NHAH_MAbLgdabL Ov3ZOb LH HGOoMHMH, boBBobdyeno, 6030390M06 OvZ303- 
daM909mMN LoJdgg00b BobbO~MgZonbob AQVMHN@ALBAIMAHAMD BNOBgMIAL sABAM|OMMdD. LAosAhNo 
DNAMab‘NMoZb o0MHNDHYO boZNMbMsH OoZ03dnM{OVM 8MoJH0ZIM B00MH539390bo Oo Jgbodego- 
MMOJOb, 08M9N38I, IBM|oOabL JQIDM|OZIM abgM Bo0f|MgdMg0gOb, MMEMMABdS SboZN Oo LNG. 
LAoHNdN Mg3ZMIJH@o3NJONL LobAM AQZIMMo3Zod97d7M 603d3Nb AMbIAQHAL YQRagd0b 939M Mg0- 
Magdnbomgnab bogaMmM bodohmemydMngn gdg0d0. 


bd38S6dM LNOY3ION: bo_ZIM|LM NBH]Mgbg60, 3MH39H3N0, 003dZMo YBM|odoMo 3BMInAQHO 
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dUbv30M0 


bodMJomo)smM bodoMMoMbBoMdAmM|b0dN do- 
3030b AMbAgbaL YQmy|dnb VOMAb3gMmYyMonb 
JHJZOMMOS Gabo bodohMMmemygdMngn 060d369- 
MMdNGH godMd@NBoM|Mdb. 003d3Nb Amb- 
d960b YQM|do JABONL AyoM goMobHAnob bodo- 
Mamnsba Bgo@orbygghamy|dnb DBamMgdobmovb 
©o0303dnMJb0M. 00 AbMn3Z, sJHJoM YMA bo- 
gomba, M9 Mosd@gbo~@ yYyoMyAb3sgmyMeBamns 
603030b AMbAZHOL YQmMy|ds9 bodMJomogm 
bodoMHAoMmBoMIMygdnb AND@NBoMyAModabob. bo- 
30MbAL oJHZo~MmMdob bodb Yb3g0db 2019 Bgmb 
daM|OYM 4o93dZb VBM|oboMo 3MagJbo, 39M- 
dm@, 09-8 dyb~n, MMAQMNE do3d3Nb odfMab 
BIMHJIobso Oo Agbodsdnba goMZomonbbnbg- 
Bab sVBNM|OMMdoh QoHbodM3Mo3gb, MYIBo bo- 
30NbHoZ0d, NMBNDHAMIS BMEaO@]gIbIo Mosd@gboo 
dgdmMm 093d30b AMbIAQHAL YQmygdnob LHAXMoEO 
JMYAHZ{IMYMQo. 09 AbMn3g, bogambn bogawMmyg- 
Ob AgQobgdob Oo Agbodovdabn M93M1096Mv309- 
dob 090Nd03900b. 

Agbod~MmMes 0934d30b AMbAQHAL YRmMyonb Oo- 
FM39300 06 oMoboMoboom WdMyVb3gMYyMg0d 
6530306 MoZ03dNMgd09MN oMobodoMMMmnobo 
BoOoHy3ZghamM|dnb Bamg|do godmnbgomb. bHo- 
Hanb dadobno, dgabbsgmmMb do3gdZg0b AMbLIAQbNb 
WBmMgoab bodoMmmydMngn 96900, yBamgoob 
dQddMVOZIMA BofMgdM|d960, BoMAMoANOMb 
9M3Z69M Z06MBI@QOMMdodN oMbgdgmMN Mo- 
673MM 96900 Oo gobBgh bogaMmM HMg3Mdg5Oo- 
3agoo. 

bdAodoab bnobangh GohMIMo@MeI6b 33mg30b 
49O9BZO BaM]OAM bogoHMbA~@|gdomm M93Md9- 
BHos30960, MMAM|b0B bodMJomossmM bodoM- 
MoMbBosMIAM|od9d0 doZgdZgnb AMbAQHAL vyBamgo- 
mmdnm ohab bo30Mbobgg0. 

338M IZNbLob §=QodMygHgo0ymne Mod~@g6ndg 
bod93609MM 33~mg30b AQMME@N, Jom IJmMob, 
bogo6MbBOgdmMM boM39gd900b QodM338gMNbo Oo 
193MdgH@oBNgdaL dgdqdoZg00b Bndb0M BmMM- 
Bab BModoHnZg7MN Oo HYM|Qmemeng|gMo govbdo- 
MHg00b AQMMEO JON. d03dZ80b AMbAQHaAL YoRamg- 
dab dQdDMYMZgEMN BohMgdIM]09ON0b Mowegbabob 
BoMdmMeo@gjbamne Ig@oMgd0N-bodoMMmmydMon- 
39 330M9ZS Od bobosdMHMM go@oby3I960MI- 
6900b sbomndon. BodMMdnb dahMaAMos@N bLogo- 
Mmbg60, 0gM9M39, Ovd7do3909MN sHo~madabo 
os bLnOmgdnb AQnmeagodab godmyg6900M. 


80MZ39IMN M30 JMIMOs 003d3Nb IAMbdg- 
Bob yQmygdnb mMg|gndndAMn AndBbBnbo Oo Go- 
BodaMMmdgdnb Bmego@ DAnIMbagesob, oghgmsg 
69303Nb bogZggmgbmM NBAgMgbLgdMH YMoNgMm- 
MINDMM|oob. AQMM] MoZ0 JMIMds 003d3Nb 
AMbAgHAb AEmyodnb dgddMYW3g~ Bol\gdmMg09- 
Ob, (MMM AQ7L09 Mogdn gobba~MAMN 9MM3869- 
MO Z06MHIOJOMMdo Ov 8MoJHNZ0, 0b939, oM- 
bgdgmo Mnmdgdn Oo M93MdgH@oBNgOdN. 


1. 608d380b DMbdI6Nb IBMIs0 
@o dNbD dNdoMN)Id0 bIdIdIDNIILM 
N6HIMILISNL CoBsNb 
bOv6Co0MO0)06 


bogMmosdmmabm bodoMMmoemdn  do38d80b 
AMbAgHAL YQMy|dnb A8MEM_EBNo BoMAMo~@egg6bb 
0600369mM306 B3MmnmMy|dob 6034d3900b, MMgm- 
AZ GoMZgIMO IBmM|dQOabs Oo NbHgM|bgdnb 
8JmMbHg ogHMBMGnAM abEONgN@Jdo@ omnsMgdnb 
8AMBQLIO. 00 98M~_EBNAL 9MM-J9MON ByxBOos- 
AVHHAMA CEMBZyRdgHHO oMab gogMMb 603d38Mo 
ISMJOQOAL O_ZMoMoGBoos, MMAQMNG ggbgMo- 
myMd»s oboddmg900 1959 B9Mb BanmMm.' daybg- 
390 NDObLo, MMA OAZMoMo3ZN BHMd@o do- 
303900b FQM dob ZobboByMM|Qdym BMYAGHZo0bo 
©d MobdoM]bo009, JobdN Bbo@o@ of NYM Bob- 
b96900 AMbAQHAL YQRM|odo. dnVbgMs390 sdnbo, 
OIZMoMo3000 boQyQdZgmMO AoyyoMs AMAvZomM 
ZHZNMoM]00b 60303960b bogaMmygdgonabs Oo 
NBAgMALgdOL = goMZomoabBnbgdnNb 460d3869- 
MMdnb Mos@obHyMgd0M. oo3d3N0b JAMbdAgbob 
IBMJoab QgmmyGanb 4g90@g980 d6nd36gmm- 
3060 god, BogMMnsbgdgeE@N QMgd0b MMgob0- 
BoBaaL Bagh, 1989 B9mMb oo3gdZab 7QAMIJdoMo 
3M6396R300b BaM|Qdo0 aYM.? 093d38M0 YBMg|odoo 
36396800 OLAMMNGD ¥3g9Modb_z QoMMME Mo- 
HNBABAM|OVMN s@OvdnvsHab YBmyYodomo bgm- 
DIsMAMIO0, MMAQMALZ 603d3b gobnbNMo3b, 
MMEMMEZ AMQMA Magn YBmg|dgdNb LydNgdIHbL 
os oMo AdbMEMmMea BBM7H3g9MmMonb, LnygoMymMo- 
bs Mo Oo330b MbN|AJHb. 


1 UN DECLARATION ON THE RIGHTS OF THE CHILD (1959). 
<https://archive.crin.org/en/library/legal-database/un- 
declaration-rights-child-1959.html> [Omanm §3c@md~s: 09 
dof Go, 2024). 

2 Convention on the Rights of the Child, (1989)<https:// 
www.coe.int/en/web/compass/convention-on-the- 
rights-of-the-child> [omanm §3c@md~: 09 domo, 2024]. 
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65303M0 JBM {doo 3M6396300 mmb B~m- 
BOO 8MNHYNSL QoHbboB8M3Mo3b, MMAQMO {806 
g9fm-g9Mo0 AMbIAZbAL YQRM|doo. 3M6396(30- 
ab 09-12 ABQbEnn? v@ggHb ohh» ABbMENMO MoZ00 
WBM|oob, oModJ@ 09 VWQmE |oabL gomZgomoabbo- 
Bgd0ab oVBaM|{dMModob y3gmMo Lb3go0 7QAmMmgdnb 
NHHAIMBM]HoBaAALS Oo BobbMMBAQM|ONbLOb.* 

30BsN@o6, 093d8Ms FQBMIJooMo 3M639H300 
693030b B9MAMOM|MbNL 3M639R3RBN0b 999d- 
6900, Agbodsdnbo@, Job BoJHmdMng Zgobbo- 
BMZMobs Od NMOJHHAQOZoBNdO sxBamg|dgmno 
693030b AMBsHaM Mods.’ vdM@gHo@, 36396300, 
BoJQmMOMago@, booMmmme omnsMgodb 603439- 
dab AMBsHa~|MoOah sVBNM|oOMMdob abgMN go- 
@oby39haM|d900b BoMgdNb 8MMBgbdN, Mmd- 
MIJONB 01030 0030390b gbgdo0m. 

65303M0 YBM|o0omo 3M6396300b Ag-12 A- 
bmab 80M39mn BobamMab Bnbg@Z;NM,  ,,dm- 
Bo6bam| = bobgmdbAQM|dnN YBMYAb38gmMYyMa|Qb 
boggmoMa dAgbgm@ymygdgdab Aodmyomndgonb 
WoMoab Ajmbyg do3gdZab YRBm|odob, MoZg0byR- 
MO ZoIMbogmMb gb dgbg@|mM|b6060 603d3M06 
o0303dNM]OVM 439M boZNMbdY, vdobMob, do- 
3030b dgbg@|mMIO90b boMoboOM yAMo@M|dS 
JMIAMOs 093dZNb obogabs Oo AMBARAMmModab 
Agbsdodnbo@."® AVbma dsobybNbdgIdMModob 
ogabMgdb = bLobgmdbARQMy|db, YydMyb3qgmYymMb 
65303Nb YRBM|o9 — HMoZabYBmo@ godIMbojmb 
dabo dgbg~m@_eE_d9On. NDALsMBZNb, MMI ombod- 
ByeEMn YQAMgdab Mgomadgos bobymdbIgQmM|0- 
Odo B_LHoO Oo ym3agme3zoMn Ovdobnbsgdgm0 
NHAAMBAAHoBAAL gof||gd9 Dgd~mb, bogaMmes 
ZHNDOMAHMDL, MY Mob BQyMaLLIMOD ,,bogyMoMoa 


3 Convention on the Rights of the Child, (1989), Article 
12. <https://www.coe.int/en/web/compass/convention- 


on-the-rights-of-the-child> [omanm §3c@mdo: 09 doo, 
2024]. 

4 COMMITTEE ON THE RIGHTS OF THE CHILD, (2009), 
GENERAL COMMENT NO. 12, The right of the child to be 
heard, Geneva, 5. < https://www.refworld.org/legal/gen- 


eral/crc/2009/en/70207 >[dmenm §3e@mMd~e: 09 domo, 
2024). 

5 Bosisio R., (2012), Children’s Right to Be Heard: What Chil- 
dren Think, The International Journal of Children’s Rights 
20(1), 141-154 <https://www.researchgate.net/publi- 


cation/269837271 Children%27s Right to Be Heard 
What Children Think> [Omemm §3@mde: 09 domo, 
2024). 

6 Convention on the Rights of the Child, (1989), Article 
12. <https://www.coe.int/en/web/compass/convention- 


on-the-rights-of-the-child> [Omanm §3@mdo: 09 dofo, 
2024]. 


dgbjg@YM|ONL Ahodmyomndgdnb YOoMab AJm- 
69%. s@Modnsbab YRBM|domMs J38MM3yMO bobo- 
doMhAMM boJdgd]9 6.6. bogoMMZIMMb Bnbosom- 
0298’ BoHdoMMogb, HMI oMbNdHymMn QBModo oMo 
DIDMYOZL, oM909O LobgMIABNQMb 30mOgd7- 
MIdob ZobbodBOZMo3b, Ighod~mydmmonb gQoMe- 
™gOdN AjQoQoLMb 603d30b YHoMo. bobgmdbngQm 
AboM9d ym3agm~— BMb3MgqHym dIIMb39380dN0 RHOo 
AZ9MSgZOMb, MMI 693d03b Qoohboo VHoMo, Qg00M- 
bodmb mogabo dgbgmymMgdg960, 603030 of oMhNb 
30MOJOVMN sdHZ0B3Mb Babo yHoMab Agbobgo. 
65303b 9QMI{do0 of3b MoZgabyBmo@ godmMbo- 
OMbL Agbg@ymg|dgoa ymggme3oMa Bg6mMmo0b 
g0f909, 08M9M389, boyyMo~@mMgdMs Dabo LyM3Z0- 
moa AMbIAgbAL YQmgdab MgomndgdobM06 Oo- 
3030d0M900M. 

693030b AMbAgHAL VOMAH3gMYyMO@NboMBZnNb, 
3M6396B00b 09-2 AQb~ob 80M3gmMN BobOMab 
Agbsdsdnbo@, oJBZaomg|dgmns bogambn gbg- 
OMO JL MoZ{g0@ 603d38b, bmMenm 49-12 AQVb~N of 
ZBHLodMZMoZb BM{s@o@ odMhab godIMbow30b 
WBMIoob, aL A/MMME 00303006 OoZ03d0M9J- 
69M boZNMbgOdg 603d30b AMbIAQHAL AAm|odob 
AMNEBZb. goMOo omMbadHyannbo, 00039 AVbmoab 
WOALEMBNBN 93d3Nb AgbgmM|mM|d90b LoMmobo- 
OM DHNIZHIMModob oboZgNb Oo AMBaQ_IMmMdnb 
AgbodsdNbo@ obnggob. 

3M6396B00b 49-12 AQb~mob |Ag-2 BHoboN~mo, 
80MZ9MN HoGaMabs{o6 gobbb3039d00M, 38MM- 
BI@IM|MA bobnoMAbss Oo 6o93d3Nb IAMbA|Ag- 
Bab g0mM@gd_yMyJdob LbobodoMHMAMMb Ov o@dn- 
Bab Aho Zynga mhgo6mMgdb ognbMgOb, FIQVoMMO, 
BoMdMdoO{gIHMab 06 Agbododabn MMeoHbmb Ag- 
039M00O. MNYIZ3 3M6396B00 of goHdoMMogb, 
9 Ms bobNM Oo Mos 8HMBJg@yAM|bNL Oo330M 
JOo ZobbMMBagMea|L bodoMMombBoMdmMy|onb 
8MMBQLdN dvZd3Nb AMbAQHAL VOMAHZggmyYyMgo. 

0mMg30v6g60M, 3Mb3gg6B0N0b 49-12 AARbeno 
BHNDMAHS QogMMbL 093d38MS YQAMI{doMo 3M- 
daHIHaL Bngh, MMAQMnE BQ@vdbg@3gmmMdb 
3M6396B00b 0A8M|IZHHoBAoLb Oo AMaMbMsb 
AMBobag~| LobgmdbagmMg|d00 yoOMRH3gmymb, 
(Md 6930390b BnIBIM bodyomy|odo, BodMbohmMb 
Mognv6Mn Jgbg@ymy|d960 Yy38gmMo boZgnMmbd, 
MMIQGMNB Jbg00 Bom, dom IMMab bobodoMamm 
Od \ODNBALHMsB3NgE BoMAM|Qdodo. 3MdNAghHa 
BHdoMMo3b,° MMI 3mMb3gg6R3NNb Og-12 AVb~mob 


7 N.TS. AND OTHERS v. GEORGIA, 2016, §20. 
8 COMMITTEE ON THE RIGHTS OF THE CHILD, (2009), 


“LAW AND WORLD“ 


ZoHOMMBNQEN|Oo LYM HodNsSab Zo@ovO{Zdob Om- 
aMbemsb, 39MdMo: 

1. AMADS@Jb09 - do03dZ3Nb AMbIAQHod) d8o- 
bybnbdgjdgmdo 80Mg000 yOOo yoMy6- 
39MYyMH dogd3Nb 06QMMdNMQd0 Jobo 
WQamgodab dgbobygod, GodMbogmMb boByno- 
AN sdfAN 439M bognMbdy, MB dob gbgdo. 
BOMOd dNbo, IMLIAQHSLM6 Ovg03d0Mg- 
60M 0530300 JOOo DNNMMb NHQMMIEZN 
BoMdMdom@agbamnb 09d39mMb0M. 

2. AMbIAZHs -— goM9dM, MMIAQMIGNEY 003030 
sbMABAgM|OL AMbAQHOL YRQmy|oob, 
JO@o ayMb Gsdobomnabgdgmn. 6034030 
JO@o OoMbAQb@ gb, MMA BMoobMymEo, 
MMIAQMB s8obgbabdggomno Anb IAmbdg- 
6od9, Do@oo AMYLINHMb dob Oo bgMo- 
MBdIMos@ gobaba~mMb ab, Mabn MJdoGB 
006 Zo@obyZNdo. 80MO, MMIAQMALE Imyb- 
096b 60303b, dgbod~mmo aymb fhofimygmo 
653d3M06 WMo303dNM]J0yM bo3gnmMbgddN 
(0g. Jobbo3mgdgan, LMBnsm@myMoa O9d0- 
30 96 AMAZMgam), vgfMgM39, Jgbod~me 
NYMb Mosbgbgdgmgdsdo go@oby3ghamg- 
dab BndM|d0 (Bog. OCAM|JHMMo, o~@do- 
BabdModmMon 06 AMbsdofMMENg) v6 b8g- 
Bosmoabdo (80g. glagmammeo, gJb3gmMoo, 


9Jodo). 
3. 093d3Nb yOoMnb AggQobgd0 - o9R30™9]- 
d9mMno = AgRoba@gb 603d30b ybomo, 


MsdO@gHo@ of3b dgbod~mg|dmmds Aodmo- 
YyoMnadsmb bogymoMn dgbg@ ym |bg00 am- 
BagMyMs@ Oo OIMYZAN@_JOMa. 

4, O0930380b sdMabomgnb bomobo@m d6nd- 
369mmMd0b JAnbaggd0 - gQv@o6y39h0- 


mgoob dndmMg000 y6@o AJAnobngmb 
AgbsdodNba 86nd3HgMMody 003d30b 4gb9- 
MgmM|ogob. 


5. Zobohaghgds — 306M60@gdMMdd YOOo 
JoMYAGZgMYMb {gobofaghgdnb yQBM|do 
vo 8HMMBI@9M]ON, Jodnb, MME JbdB do- 
3030b AMbAQHAbs Oo Bonbon Agbgm|eEM|- 
6900b bomobo@M AbAdZHgmMmMonb Jo- 
Baggoob yBmgoos YaImIJoImMyMyomns 


Od 2/M3930. oMBNDHYEMn@6 god0MdO0- 
Bog, bodoMMoMBoMIAM|dbnbob 003- 


GENERAL COMMENT NO. 12, The right of the child to be 
heard, Geneva, 5. <https://www.refworld.org/legal/gen- 


eral/crc/2009/en/70207> [Omenm §3e@mMd~e: 09 domo, 
2024]. 


d30b AMbAQHAb JHo8dg byma dahhamse@nN 
8AMBZI@OVZMAL Ov3gZgo0o bogaMM, Moe 30- 
BMBAM|_dMMdsd YOOo YodMAb3sgmymb, 
LbZg0g30MoO BMhoJHnZOb AMoZgomeaghm- 
36900b Oo BOMIAMY|dob B00M06393b. 

603030b AMbLAQHAL YQmM Ido ghMEZo0MN 06- 
LAMARIQHGNs LodoMAMnvsbmMdab = goboyds~m- 
OgbgdMo@. 40d06, MME JbsE 60303900 IMBo- 
Bamgmd96 bodohmombBsMIM|d0d0, 8MMBgba 
boMabbnsb6o, bMaNM Zgo@oby3ghaM|ds bodo- 
Momnoboao. 

603030b AMbAgHAL YQBaMg|dab MyasmMndgd0- 
bob dbNdZHgMMBZ0HN® BZobNDOMHMb, MMA Ob 
MOL 60303Nb FQBM|Oo0 Oo oMo AMZoEMgMdo. do- 
3030 AMLIQHAE YHOo NJHob, HMO bE Job oJ3b 
BoM AvsdmMoyomndmb mMogaboa dgbg@ymyodgoo, 
MYIZ30, oMbNdHYMA of YOOo AQRQobagb dbm- 
MMO obogab Babg@3ZNM, o0gM9M3g, 9sxBAM|- 
d9MN 003d3Nb NEQMMAIANM|d9 Bobo FAM gd0b 
Odgbobg90.2 LEMMJ@ ombadbyEMN BoMdmMsM~{g- 
BL QVRHModQHHL Oo BMeo@ fhroMAmb o603d380b 
AMbAgHOL YQBmMy|dnNb MaoMnNddnboMmBgab bo- 
AMJomo)JM 8MMEBgLdO. Zgobbo3yMMgJd0M Dodnb, 
MMO by bogAMbN 693d3M06 MoZo3dNMyJd0ymM 
bgBbadagh mgdg90b gbgdo0, MMEMMOBoo: boBbm- 
3M/9I0IM sOZNMah Zo.HboBMZgMo, IAMdM|dM06 
yMMaGMOHMds Oo Lb3o. 

603030b AMbLIAQHNL YRmMg|odnb Myasmndgdnb 
JAINOZM]LN BoJHMMa oo3dZnb odMpab ZomZo- 
MabLBNGQdo00, MYIBo, oMbNdHYEn YQM|d0 of 
oMab sdbMmnygayMo Oo Agbod@mms Igndsmyomb. 
d9dMIYOZNbL LoQyxd3gMN MNB d9dMb39390dnN Ag- 
bodmms ayMb oboZ0 Oo 603d30b AMBNQAMm- 
Oo. NYIB, go.HbbogymMgd0M DHadZHgMMZobH0o 
3M6396B00M BoMZomMnbEnbygdqmM Lb3go 7Qem9- 
690M06 AndsMM|b602M AQZRobO|gL, Mod@gboo 
Agbod~gdgmno o3dZgab YQBmgodab AgdM|ORZd. 
OdZOMNNO, 003d3Nb bo7ZgmMgbmM NbAQMgbgd0- 
bomg3ab y3nMogghmdnb Anbaggdnbob. 

BOIMML 003038MS YBM|Qdomo 36396(30- 
ob 09-3 AVb~ab 8nM3g9mMN 8y7HJHob Mobobdog, 
10930390006 MogogdaMgoymn yZgmo JdgI@wd- 
do, 2JH900 Ab QoHbMMBAgmM|dAmMN LMBnomMyYMOA 


9 Filauro C., Lavazzo S., Manni V., (2016), THE RIGHT OF THE 
CHILD TO BE HEARD: CHALLENGE FOR AN HARMONIZA- 
TION, Themis Competition 2016 Semi — Final B 2: Inter- 
national Judicial Cooperation in Civil Matters — European 
Family Law, 3. <https://portal.ejtn.eu/PageFiles/14775/ 
Written%20paper Italy.pdf> [omanm §3@mdoe: 09 dofn ya, 
2024). 


“LAW AND WORLD“ 


©dB3Z0b bosoMM MY 3gMdM Ovbgbgdgmg]0g00b, 
bobosdoMmmmydnb, s@dabaAbAMoBZagmaA mMm- 
BHM ONL 96 boZo06MbIAD@|ZOMM MMEob~mgoNb 
dagh, d93d30b bogZgngbmM Nb gMQLg00 QO@o 
ayMb ydaMggmgba””? boysgngbm abAgMgLgdn0b 
VWaModgbmdab 8Mnb308N Oo 603d3900b AmMb- 
dg6Nb 9QM {do oMAb 3Mb63g6R300b MMhn QyxHOo- 
dJ6H9MO boyMeo|boa, MMAM|ONB godmnygbgo0o 
Yy39Mo L639 OJdVM ONL 2BHQIM8M]HoBaANbOb." 
SMBNGHAMNMH godMdO@NboM), oABaM|dge@No 
ZBHNDOMAHML 093d3Nb AMbAQHAL AAmMy|dodnbo Oo 
bo739Mgb~m NB}QMgbLIoNb OoBZnb LbHoHbOoMmHNL 
yMMaIMHMINDSMM|00, Moms Qghmn yQmy- 
do oMogMBaZMyAM@ of AJNdMAR@Mb AgmMfMg 
WBM|oabL OoBZnb ZomMZgomnbbnbgd0m. 

693030b bogggmgbmM aABAQMAL_ZdMsH Jndo- 
/M960M, sOsdNsHab YBMg|dono LobodoMaAmm 
ZHdoMAo3Zb, MMI bogZgngbM NBGgMgbgOnNb Ag- 
Bobgoo BMH3M|gH_M doZdZabMBZNb NHb@NgN~D|- 
SMIMO YOOo BoHb/MMBagMEaDL.” Ms OMMbo?Z 
»3)093030b AMbosdMg0g0b YH@o Gagbagmb bomo- 
Boom BHndZbgmmMdy; 6) BgoMZ0mabbabgdgm0 
JO@o aJHgb doZdZNb y3{gmo Lb3go Fem |oo, dom 
dMMab, MaMbgdnb, MogabyBmyd6nb Oo Mobo- 
doMA AmsyMmdab YyRagQdo; B) BodmMygHgdqmM 
Joo aJbgb Agmpn@abgnsmnbyhMn dowemMdo 
y39Mo YBygoab Bngh, MMAQMNE JgnLBogmab 
y39Mo OBHgMgbLb, dom AMMab, do3dZ80b Bbo- 
Jmamgngm mo 3ndn39M BgnNNMOMY|Mdob, bo- 
doMmmydMng, LMBNsMY|M Mos g3mMbMdn3gM 
NHAQMAbLgOb. LobodoMMMM|d00 603d38M9 IOm- 
BoBamM |MbnD boJdQMs BobbA~MgZnbs Oo Zor@o- 
By3ggmamM|ONb BaMgdabob FOO@o godmMnygbmMb 
AVMHaONLGN8MAbYAMA ANO|MIGs o3d8Z0b boy- 


10 Convention on the Rights of the Child, (1989), Article 3. 
<https://www.coe.int/en/web/compass/convention-on- 
the-rights-of-the-child> [Omam f3e@mMde: 09 domo, 
2024). 
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ShimaS56H6ElaoSgVGIk8Uyvgax_fkDWwIGOQoAE> [omam 
§30@md~s: 09 dsMo, 2024]. 

12 Mol C., Kruger T., (2018) International child abduction 
and the best interests of the child: an analysis of 
judicial reasoning in two jurisdictions, journal of Private 
International Law; Vol. 14 Issue 3, 421-454. 


39M9LM NBA|QMALIONOL MOobo@ggboo"“? omb0od- 
ByEMn@s6 BodMIONBHoMY, doZ3d3Nb bLo|ZggmgbmM 
NHAgGMAbLgoOL OoboMeg6 gMME30M BhahgM0- 
JOb LEMM|E@ 603d380b AMLIAQHs Oo odMMnb gom- 
Z0M0bG0H960 BoMdMo@ggbb. JAgbodosdnbo@, 
bog7ggmgbm abAgMgbgdnb, MMEMMEB 003d30b 
ZIMNMOM]MOAL gobbodm3gMhMobs Oo N@gbH0- 
903030000, 003030 y6@o IAMBobamM|gmode@gb.” 
LEMM]O 090HMG, Bo~Mboboo, MMI 3mMb63g6R30N0b 
09-12 Mo 09-3 AQbENJON QMHIDHAMDb of 7BNHoo- 
M009g90006, ¥RBMM AQhNB, 09-3 BQb~N od~mo- 
gfgob 09-12 AQbeb, bgmb yymdb 603d3900b 
ofbgd0M MMab go@oby3ghamM|dg0Nb GaMgdN0b 
8MMB9LdO." doZd3ZNb bo7ZgMgbM NBG gMgbgd0b 
ZHLodZMo abn AMbAQHALS Oo odMab goM3Zo- 
moabbobgdab goMg9d9 ohhogmbagMhyAmMns, 60303- 
do ABAL, Ms LAMbL MZ Oo fro BoMAMs@Zgg6b 
dab BgMAMOM ]Mdod. Mo3Z dggbg0o0 sdMab gom- 
Z0Mnbbnbgdo0b, gb dgdM@gMIN JggRobgdNb Lo3ZO0- 
Mbnvs, MYIBs, ZoWoby3ghamM|Qodab Anmgodnbob, 
693030b odMab goMZomonbbnbygd0 dbmeEme nd 
0990Mb3930d0 of FHOo ZobbMMBagmMme L, Mm- 
OJbo3 bogaMMygdnbsdgdM DAggQobgdqymMN 0093- 
d30b BHoMn — LAAMYyMBRNMsO go.O@IMbLEBgb Ag- 
bg@yengdgon, 39M ssdoymaamy|odb 3mMb63g6R30N0b 
09-3 dQVbEMNM OowMgg6o~m BhMamgMNARdQOb, 09 
dbMn3g, sMbndHAM boyZgmMgbM NbHgMgbgd0b 
LArBOoMAMOL OobsO3Z7bo@vB 39M BodMnyg6g0o. 
0 490Mb3930d0 003d03Nb sdMab goyM3o0monbbo- 
B90MMdy bLo7ZgMgLM ABAgMOLgdNb y8nNMo—HQ- 
bLmdab FRm|odobM06 dobmenme@ ndnghmd dmeoab 
BaBoomdM|gMo9dn, MMA Mo3Zg0@ 3M6396R300b 
09-12 BQb~ab AMMbM3Z6g900 oM oMab MoZdoym- 
QamM|oymM, JgvodvdaboO, ©ob336o NDabo, (md 
603030b AMbLAQHAL YQAEMg|do bo|AZgmgbM n26—9- 
Mabgdob YsahMoAgbmodab Anbaggdob YyRmyodob 
VWaMabs3aMEog|ods — ssMbIAMZMg|gdymMNo. 


13 93Mm30b bodgmb dnbab&frms 3mdnGgab bobgm- 
ddm3069amMm BamnmM 0900 1-4, 33-19. 

14 Bosisio R., (2012) Children’s Right to Be Heard: What Chil- 
dren Think, The International Journal of Children s Rights 
20(1), 141-154 <https://www.researchgate.net/publi- 
cation/269837271 Children%27s Right to Be Heard 
What _Children Think> [Omamm §3@mdoe: 09 domo, 
2024). 

15 COMMITTEE ON THE RIGHTS OF THE CHILD, (2009), 
GENERAL COMMENT NO. 12, The right of the child to be 
heard, Geneva, 5. <https://www.refworld.org/legal/gen- 
eral/crc/2009/en/70207> [dmenm §3e@mMd~e: 09 domo, 
2024). 


“LAW AND WORLD“ 


2. dbus Co dMBNBIMMoag, 
MMdMMB ISMIdNb 
dUdBCIO3IM0 dumIdMIOI 


05303M0 YBM|o0omMo 3M6396300b Ag-12 O- 
benn of obgbgdb obogmdMng dgdMA@Z0b 003- 
d3Z0b 9QMJb0dBq — BoIMboHMb Mogabon dgbg@z- 
mg6900. oM60dbyEM, 3boONo, J6NHo0MdM|JBIOo 
AMBobagg bobgmMIABAGMA|dNb DngM obogmdMo- 
30 d9dM9O3Z900b OoBgbgdob 306Mbd@gdmm- 
60M, Mo3 IgdMYOZb 603d3Nb YRmyoob AMbA- 
Bab dgbobgd y3ggmo 00 bogambdo, MHMAgMNLE dob 
gbg00. sMBNdHAMMH OoZ03dNM]0NM, goghMMb 
05303MS YYM{OoMod B3MINH]HIAs bodgobdnm 
oMbNdBs, MMA gb YBmy|do of QM3ZyRbLAME@I|dS 
DbMENME Z0M3399M oboZb daMbg_IM 60340390- 
BY, O0M09O 3MB3IMM|JOs Y3IMo 00303d9, NdAL 
oMasMgb0M, MMA ABZNM|HBEMMZ6 0030390b03 
30 099d MM sdMab hodMyomndydo Ov 89R9g- 
/96309d0b ZodMbvyH3Z0, DodNboB 30, MMBs 003- 
4309 AgLodMMo oMhoZggMOoMAMsO BoIMboHMb 
abnBbo.* dgbododnbo@, 3M6396RB0Nb 49-12 AQVb~mn 
AMAMbMZb oMo3gghMoomMyAMA BMMAJdNL oMno- 
M dob Ovd 890NZOLB9Id0b, dom AMMab, MMEmMmMo- 
Boo: Msdodo, bogAmMaADL g6o, boH3Zo0 Oo v.d., HMI- 
Mab 09d39MbNMB doMnsb 80hHoMo 60303900 
dA3969096 offig306b Mo bahM3gnmgob. 

3M6396B00b 09-12 BVb~™IdN ombNdHYMN Bo- 
Bo@o@gJdo — ,003d30b oboZgabo Oo bndBNRAbL 
AgbsdsdNbo@ boMobs@M HMBob AnBI_do" - off 
BIMALHIAMSL obo3gmdMagn JgdMyM3900b Mo- 
Bgbgdob, MMEMMEB gb oMoghMM bobgmdbNgm- 
dnd Z06MBAM|IOMMBNM ZobbodBm3Myan. Dogo- 
MANO, OYMBoMgMbs Oo MydNHgMdN 003d30b 
AMbLAZHs oMN Bab oboZn@ob6 HMMBNgIMEMI|Ddo, 
gb806gndn - mMmnbAgHN BEngMsb, bmMaM Bo- 
Bando - MbyNMIIHAN Bmn@oBb."” boyBMrba9nd0 


16 COMMITTEE ON THE RIGHTS OF THE CHILD, (2009), 
GENERAL COMMENT NO. 12, The right of the child to be 
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2024]. 

17 European union agency for fundamental rights, (2015), 
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346Mb0, 3Mb3MAHIMO bodoMMoMboMmdmgoab 
dabjg@3Z3NM, oBgbgdb obo3gmdMng dgdmMyO390b, 
BdZOMNNO, LoMsSobM LoAoMAM|dMNZN bodo- 
MHomMbBsMAM|dabob oo3d30b AMbLAIHs9 JAZn@N 
Bab osbogn@o6 bMMBNGMEM|d.." ghMmM3byqmn 
346Mbd@goOMMdNbL OMB|d) LbZgo@obb3gv0g30M0, 
Sbd3M06 OoZogZdOMQdgm JgdM|9@3900 YBmg- 
dab gobbMMBaAgEg|dnNb bg~mBsbyMA dofMaAgMo- 
99000, Agbodsdnbo@, LoZv6MbdA@]IOMM My 
8M9JHO3ZIM CMB] of oMAbL BoboMZgomnbbo- 
690gen0. 

bonbOgMgbmo, Mod O@g6o@ Agbod~@my AMbdg- 
Bab FQAmg|oab AIdMYAOZ0 domnb ABAM|ZBMm- 
3060 6030390NLoMZNb? do~nvb AB3NMI6MM306 
6030390dn, MMAMY|OboB 39M 3NM|]3 of dgxd- 
MasmM sdMHHab Aodmyomndgds o6 LyMZNMy|dnb 
bb3d830MN BodMbo30,” oVBAM|dIMDYS Lobodo- 
Mommgdn MogyMoObMb gJb3gmmHab mdagJogm 
AIBQobgoob,”?? MsO@{o06 Oo@gnbogb, dgbodmyd9- 
Md HY ofMy 003d30b AMbIAQHs ABNM|BEMBZ060 
69303900b oboZgnbs Oo AMBNBARMModab goM3o- 
mabbnbg00m, MZHO@oB, bofaMmygdnb dgdmb39- 
3500, 093038M0 Qbagmemmenab/bL3IgZ3N.mMabsHaL 
MobdoMgd0M.”’ aL QoJda, MMA 603030 domdy| 
ABANMABEMMZo609 06 AMByZgmos@ JAMgMdoMg- 
MOsdns (Bg. IQDMYMOQMO JAgbodmygdmmodgon, 
VIBaM|LMdab sBZgQBabo@dn ByMgb6N~M|de, Jo- 
BMoHHmods Oo bLb3.), of oMMI]Zb Dob yQmM|- 
dob, BIMbsGHMb Mogaba AMbsdMgd960 Oo oM 
sd3NM|JOL 00 AbNdZHgEMMdob, MMIAQGMNE yOOo 
dagbngmb oo3dZgnb AMbodMgdg90b Jobo boggg- 
MILM NBHQM]b|oab ZobbodmgMabob.” 3m6396- 
BANL gsbdoMHJdOMN osbgoMNdab DBnbg~@30M, 
3M6396B00b |gdILdob Igdyqdo3g900b 8MMEBgbdO 
AnBADo~MAM sbogab Oobgbgdab AB@|mmdgobn 
BoMAdoHQOMoO OobMAMms, 3060N@6 ,,4y3gmMo 
BOBML 3fMBbOvs bgmmMZ69Mo, dgadmyd0 AMJ3Z0b, 
Mm3nMbg0yMN, bobnoMn. YISMdQLoO fhonMZomMo 
00 OJdYM|Oab BbMZM|Jd0dN QodMygH900 Agbo- 
dodNLA MMHEHMgdNb 3Md38gH]7HB00b dNHOMdm- 
©o".2 Agbododabo MMHMeo6Mgdnb 3Md8ghHg65RB00b 


18 0939- 

19 Petrov and X v. Russia, 2018, § 108; Neves Caratdo Pinto v. 
Portugal, 2021, § 138; Katskeros v. Greece, 2022, § 59. 

20 Neves Caratdo Pinto v. Portugal, 2021, § 138, 

21 Zelikha Magomadova v. Russia, 2019, § 116; Cinta v. Ro- 
mania, 2020, §§ 53-54 

22 Lbodohm3gmmb ytgbogbo Lobsdsmmammb 2022 Fmob 
20 o3Moqoab Nes-791-d-24-2022 gobAnbgoo. 

23 399g0b 3M639g6g0ab 3moJGHo3symoa Lobgmddm3o6bjmm, 
(2018), mdamoabo, a3. 77-79; Jamangdymns: bLogo- 


“LAW AND WORLD“ 


dNGOMdsdN, 3bsON, of NBZMALbAJOS bo306m- 
6d@~97O0EMM CEMb|d) JNBADOMIAMN obogab Ovbg9- 
bgd0b dgbodmygdmmdy, omb0dbymMN 003d30b 
AMbAQHAL VQM|dnb hod Hn3ZgVM MgomadBoBoob 
73038d0MO Jo, Ms OMMbodEB 3M08gHg5H9MN 80- 
F900 2MVOg9H BGoOoby3gHaM|odob 603d30b Amb- 
AJVHobo Oo sdMab ZomMZ0mnbbnbgd0Bg. 

Mo3 dggbjg00 AMBaQ_IEMMdob, gb AQVbenn B7- 
MabbAMOb BMb3MgH_zMN JgM9aI0Nb Qvggdabo 
© DgQoLgdNb YHoMb. AMBNQ_ZMmModab Zgobbo- 
BOZMs LoZdom@E MMYMNs 3Mb3g6RBNNb 4Ag-12 
AVOMaAbL 3MHHQILHdo. gb oMhab dogdZ0b YHomMa 
BMbagMaMN Oo Msdmysa@gdgm@na Agbg@|ymg- 
6900b BsdMbosH3ZNbo LbZgs@obbZ0 bogambmb 
dnNdoMM|6NM. Mo3 9QBMM ON@Ns Dg@JEgNb go- 
3960 d0Z3d3Nb BbM38Mg00d9, BOM ARMM oJhy- 
SMM 093030b LNABAGQAL bomsboOM AggRobg- 
do. sbogMdMNZN BIdM|MZ90Nb OobBgbgd0b0g06 
80616303900M, Lbgo@obb30 J3gybgdab 306m- 
BAD{JOMMdy, MaANMJIAL of ZobbodBM3gMogb, MU 
Mos BoMdAMo@gjbb oogdZab AMBAQ_IMmMdob Oo 
gb, daMhanos@o@, oMbndbymn go@oby3ghamg- 
dab daM|dnb 8MMEBgLdO DgQobgdOb LognMbond. 
BdZOMNNYO, LMMZoHNobs Oo boQMsb6gg9nd0 
AMbsIoMMM) 0OBJHb Go ogQobgdob 03d3N0b 
AMBnS_IMmMoab boMabbb Oo boyZgngbm n6—9- 
M9bLgdL MaMM|_IM JAQdIMb3gg3000."% 8mmmbg- 
MAL bodMJomoJmM 306Mbd@JomMMdy Bvbdo- 
MAo3b, MMA 09303900 Agad~@gds AMbAQgHA~™M 
0Yy3696, MY Jomn AMBNQAMMdy, Zgob3NMoMJ00 
Os s60MMJMMdy OdM|Z0 bodyomy|dob, Im- 
BoBamgmMds BnnMMH bodohMMombBsMIMy|dv0d0, 
AogM0d ZoH6MBAOJOMMody ,, AMBNQAMModob” of 
BHLodMZMo3b.2% SAMNGO, SboZgNLbs Oo IAMBo- 
BAIMMdab {goMZomMabbnbgdomM gobbodm3My- 
Mn d9dM7O39O0 603d390NbUMZ0L MoHobbBMMo 
WBamgogo00b YyoMYG3gmMYyMAnb ANdbOM YyHOOo 
09I3ZII@JOoMMb NHBONZN@JoMYM AQZRobId0- 
b,76 ,ohobMymbBmms3boab yHoMb, AodMoyomndmb 


frm3gmmb ytgbogbo bobsodofimamb 2022 Fmob 20 
odfamoalb N2s-791-d-24-2022, gobhabgoab dabge@3nm. 

24 European union agency for fundamental rights, (2015), 
Child-friendly justice, Perspectives and experiences 
of professionals on children’s participation in civil and 
criminal judicial proceedings in 10 EU Member States, 40. 
<https://fra.europa.eu/sites/default/files/fra-2015-child- 
friendly-justice-professionals_en.pdf?fbclid=lIwARIUJvYY 
DOd20VeCSM5MJF__IUZJcQ4SSXhaZ-kgSiwqnUGEa0 
jAg57x20Q> [omenm §3~@mdo: 09 doa, 2024] 

25 0939. 

26 Lodohm3gmmb ytgbogbo Lobodofimamb 2019 Fmob 


boggmMoMa AMbodMy9d0, ZgobosaMMdgdb. Jobo 
NEQMMIANM|OYMMddy, BoOMB@NM do, B0M9dM, 
LMBoomy|Ma Oo ByIMAIM|MNA AMmmMenbgdn 
os dboMoosggMab OMby, vdNHMIvB b@g|do0 Bobo 
dIQoLIO9 NEMAZNOARoMYMsO“?” 08B30M0 dgR~o- 
bdo JOMYAHZIMYMRBb 60303900b hoMHAAZMmModosb 
BoOoHy3ZgghamM|dg00b Bamgdob 8MMEBgbdo, bo- 
gofmgoab 090Mb3930900, amba3gmhmam bgmdg- 
Bymdabs Ovo dboMoogghab go6930b. 

SOMNZO, MMEMME obogoab, ob939, 0M60Bx- 
MMmodnab 603d3Nb AMbLIAQHAb YQmMgdnb BQddM|O- 
39M BohgdIM|J00@ DANAHQZ8NboMZnb, LogaMmo 
oMbgdMd@gb MdNn|_dIH_MN JggQoLgd0, BNB.9m- 
0098 990Mb3930d0 39MB gMOMN Domgoba 39M 
AQDMY@OoZb 003d3b, QGoIMbo™Mb Mognbon odfro 
©@s dgbjgm@xmM|OgJ0N. 0939, ZoboM3gomonbbnbg- 
d9MNo, MMA BomZg oM|dAM oboZ0, NMYHOoR 
domns6 ABOM|Z5MM3Zb9003 30, 39M Banhbg380 
WOMMOM AQZIMYROZIM goMHMJIM|Qd0@, bogaMmMe 
IMBNSIMModos3 of NyMb Agbodygnba oo3d30b 
SdMAL LMAAMYMQRaAMO Bo@dMEB3IdINLOMBZNb, 9d 
dbMng, B9daLdNgMA LogoHMbA@gdemmM AgdMyO- 
30 of JdLobyM|00 3M639gHBNNM goM3Z0mMnbb0- 
6909 AMMbM3Z690b, ¥QBMM AIHNEB, J6NHo.om- 
0098900 3M6396RnNNb 49-12 AQbenb Gndbgob. 


3. 003d30b dMbdI60b IBMdIs0b 
N68MH38MHo0b00 IMM360 
d06MbdCIdMMs0d0 


2019 B9Mb damgdg~m ogbo 003d30b 9Qe9- 
doMd 3MOgJba, MMAMab Babg@ZNMsB gMmM386y- 
MO Bo6MBDOQdOMMbNM gobabode3gMo 003d30b 
¥Qamgo9g0nb omnoMgdnb, Ma9smMndgdabo Oo Oo- 
B30b bdHob@oM~]Jd0, MMAM|]bNB AMJdg@ g0b 
Y39MAH, 003d3M06 MOoZ03dNMgdymMN LognmMbg- 
dab gobba~MBnbob. 603d3Nb AMbAgHNL YyRqg- 
do 3M JJbLab 49-8 AVH~aAMS Zobbodm38Mymn, 
MMAMAbL Anbg@Z30O, ,1. 003d38b YQmg|oo of3b, 
AmMyLdNHMBH BHygdabdngha bognmbab go@oby39- 
Oabob, MMAQMNEZ Bob MMAQMNIAD ARMy|dob 
gbg00 06 go3m~Mgbob AmMob@g6b Anb MmAgmN|AY 
3QMIO0BJ, Od ZoNMZoMNLENHMB 6o03d30b Om- 
bodMg00 Dabo bogZggmgbM Nb gMgbg00b Agbo- 
HsdNbLIO; 2. 603d3L YQAMg|odo of3b, AMALINHMB 


08 mJ&mddMoab N »-3658-d-95-2019 gs6hnbjdo. 
27 Lodohm3gmmb ytgbogbo Lobodofimamb 2022 Fmob 
20 o3Moqoab Nes-791-d-24-2022 gobAnbgoo. 


“LAW AND WORLD“ 


YM3Z9MMZOL, MMOQLSB Job sdMrnb BodMMJdab 
baMgamoa of3gb, yIJomme, Bobo nbo@ngn@y- 
omyMa bogaMmgdnb Agbododaba DAboMM@ogJg)- 
fam, dabmgonb bobgM3g9mMn Oo Agbod~mygdgmn0 
3M97HnZ0300b BMMBAM Oo bodZomy|odnM; 3. 
©097d3909MN 00 AQb~ab 8nM3gmMN BobOMAM 
BON Z0MALENHQdAE YQMg|odab obogob, dgdmy- 
YMA Agbod~m|dmmdnab o6 Lb3go goMgdmMgdn0b 
boQyd3gg9md) dgdMYxMZ0; 4. 003d8M06 gobo- 
7OM|dNbL Ovo Dabo sdMab AMbdAQbaAL 8MMeEgbo 
JOOo NYMb NEQMMIZNZEMN, B90yMRmMmonono, 
69303NLIOIN B89HNZALBQIAL® Oo ob6goMnd3Z0- 
Meogdgmgdob go.dMdboH3gmn, o3d3NLMZNb 
AMMag0gmM, NBZEMyYdN_MO, HooeMMbm, o03- 
d3Z0b bogambgdd9 LomobsOMa@ AMIAds@ gdgmMN 
b3ggnomabdgdnob AngM BohMdoMmMAmn.” %y~m- 
bo6o0dbo300, MMA JoMMYMN 306Mbd@jgdmm- 
60M, 603030b AMbLIAQHNL AAMm|o0 OMZ0mMnbLE0- 
690b do03dZ3Nb LyMZNMAbL ZgoM30mMnbENbg00M, 
DobMs6 Mv3Zo03dNMgd9mMNn HgdabdngMa bogo- 
Mbab gobba~MZnbob 6o3dZ0b AMbIAQHob, ym3g- 
MEZ0MN obogmMdMngN My Lb3go0 goMgdMgJdnb bo- 
BgIdZIMd] JgdMYO@ZOb BoMgdg, DHAQMMIsGNIM, 
B70HYMYMMONNM Ov 0030309 AMMEgIdgM a|o- 
M9IMGoa. boZgobsB{aM bLobodoMHAMM |ghm-gMM 
060d369mMM306 goMoby3gghamMy|b0d0,” fmdg- 
MB gbgdo boJoMamggmmb HgMNAMMNdZ YBbM 
Jggybab go@oby3gghamygonb BbMdobo Oo omb- 
MAMIoob, yAMo@M dob sdobgn@gdb, fMMd b38g- 
Boomy|AMa 306Mbab AmMMbmMsgb6gd0b Bnbg@30M, 
bogoMm3ggmmb HIMN®MMaSd) LoBbMbN0 go@o- 
By3gHaM|09 g6nbs0MIdO]{I00 LogoMMm3agmmb 
bosom BgbMn@b. 3nbsN@o6, FBdM J3gyboab bo- 
bodoMAMMb go.o@orby3gghamM|oONDM of oOMAL Oo- 
(gg96ngn, bogdab gobboMZo0dn Aofrmyamn nym 
My oMs QLaJMmMmeSn, 06 MYHOovy Bbagmmmenb 
dagM AMbdAgHNEMN OJHo MY ofhy ohFrobMyMBmm- 
3060. LoZoboBOM LobodoMMAMM bodgobdnM {o- 
BAoMAogb, MMI ,ohMhobMyAmMBms3bab AMbLAQbHo- 
do of BAMALLIMOL VAVoMME LobodoMaAMmb 
606009 d03d30b AMbAQHSb, ohModJZ@ AMNsdfg- 
Ob 00 dgQAMbHZgZ0b0B, MMO bE boJdgdN Bbo- 


28 Lodohm3gmmb  09303M5 YRBmMIJo00ms  3mc@gbo, 
(2019), d03030b yR3mgd0 Bobo sbMab AMbAgbobs 
Cs AMbsHamymdstyg, Aybmoa 8, bLoJofrm3gmmb 
Lbogsbmbd@jo0mm G0g69. = <https://matsne.gov.ge/ 
ka/document/view/4613854? publication=4> [Omam 
§3@mdes: 09 dofMo, 2024]. 

29 Lodohim3gmmb ytg6ogbo Lobsodofmamb 2022 Fmob 
23 a3babob Nob-716-2021 gs6Anbgds. 


Jmmmenb Oob336oo BomM@ggbamn ofrobMym- 
Banm3bab gbagm-gdmMBaAMaA ADEMIoMgmdnbs 
OS MNMM]ZM AdIMdgmoob JAnsoggymmoabo 
My IAMNQGMMMOaAd bAMZNMAL goM30mnbbNbg- 
60M.” LogoboBoM BoMohod go@oby3gh0Mg- 
dab da~mgdabob RAMZM]b QBoJHMMoe@ 603d80b, 
MMEMMEZ 8NM@odNMN, ob|g39, ofModsNM@sds0MN 
AMbAZHAL Ya_gM_dIMYMBos ZgonaMZ0mabbnbo. 
007b7Ms390 093d38Ob YQM|doMo 3Ma@ J JLo Oo 
bogobo3oM bobodoMMMMb 8MoJHn30d0 603d30b 
AMbAgHAL 8MNHBOsab goMZoMNbLENHgONbo, bo- 
AMJoMo)M bo8MMBgbM BmMagJba of AgnBogb 
Agbodsdnb BMAMEBgbZoM|M JA|QJvHNdd9O0b, O03- 
430b 8MMEBgbdO AMBsBaAM|Modobs Mo AMbAQHOL 
IMAHZAMYM@obMobH OoZ03daMJb0M. 603d3M0 
y¥Qamgo0900b Agbobgd B3mMag dba boZgdoma@ om- 
ZOODO ZoHbodBmgMo3gb oo3dZab odMPaLs Oo 0d 
SdMAbsMZOL LoMobs@M 060d36gmmMdnb Jnb0- 
G90ab LHoHOoMAH]db, MYIBo NdabomBnb, fMmd 
3QBMgI09 Agbodvdabo@ Mygomndb@gb, bogahMmMe 
bodoMaAmab Bom3ggma OohMemdMngn 306Mb- 
AO_JOMMdab B{MNM|do 003dZNLb FAmg|dgb0b 
Agbsobg0 B3mMa@gJbob bogQyd3ggmdy. gofM@s Nnd0- 
bo, MA BMa gJbLA oM BoHbodM3Mo3b 003d30b 
AMbAZHAL YR|odob, oB0, vahgm3g, of NM30- 
moabbnbg0b 3mM6396300b 09-12 AQVbemob ydMyH- 
ZIMbSYMY.O ZoOoboOZyg6b bym sImmeBgagmym 
Bodnsb. AogomaMo, 603d30b AMIABoE@ gdabS 
© N6QMMINMY|dOb Bgbgdb, doZd3ZNb obogabo 
Od AMBANQAMMdab AggQobgdab bognf\mg|dgob, 
589M39, Bobohaghgdnb 8MMEBg@yM|Ob. 9MMe- 
Z0HMMZ060 8MoJdhngob MOvd33NOMgdaAbS Oo dov- 
3930b YBmgQogonb LM|YMo@ JOMybZzIMyMeBob 
dndGaM, bogaMMs bsdMJomojm bodsMMBgbM 
356Mbd@J0MMds Oob3hMaM|]bNM JAJNBZ03@gb 
ZoHbodmZMgQO90b Oo3ZdZab AMbIAgHAL YyQRmM|do- 
Losb MOo303dNMgd0M. LogoHhMbA@gomm Mg9~Bz- 
MoBagdob ohhroMbgdMmdab ZgoMZomoabbnbgd0m, 
wdsbsdsMAMMbsngnb osdMbsgoma 8Mn6R0- 
380, 003030b ofhy OB3Nb MdagdIHo@ JNAHg30, 
M9090 Bobo, MMEMME LRdNIJ Hab yQagdgo0b 
dMNDMIOS Od M3300." 


30 Lodohm3gmmb ytgbogbo Lobodofimamb 2022 Fmob 
20 s8Moqoab Nes-791-d-24-2022 gobAnbgde 

31 Lodohim3gmmb ytg6ogbo Lobodohmamb 2022 Fmob 
23 a36o0bab Nob-716-2021 go6fAnbgd0; LojJofim3gqmb 
qbgbo9b0 Lobsdsmmammb 2021 Fmoab 20 wg9390d0Mab 
Noslb-3272-d-78-2020 go6finb900; 
Lodohm3gmmb ytgbogbo Lobodofimamb 2022 Fmob 
08 a3qoabob Nob-173-2022 gs6hnbj00; 


“LAW AND WORLD“ 


65303006 ©0303d0M]09M~M boJd990B9, 93MM- 
bobodoMAMMb LHorb@oMMab BAnbg@3Z0M, Bo- 
bogds go@oby3ghamMg|dNb Jamgdnb 8MMBgbob 
bofMabbo, 39Mdmeo, O{N6@Jd9 MonbgMgbLId0ym 
AboMgg0b Mv, Dom IJMMab, 0030390b AngBeM 
My oho LogVMoMaA odMhaL godIMboAZab Agbod- 
MIOMMds.? LoZobsBaM LobodoMMMM BoO@o- 
Bygghmamgdab Bamgdabob LEMM|g@ omb0d6y- 
moa 8Mnb3nsNM bgMIAdM3Zo6b9MMdb, gMM-JgMM 
boJd9d9 LoZgoboBaM LobodoMMMMd gondBnoMes 
ZoboQMMab 8M]H7Hd00, boodgMs BOM bobosdo- 
MMMMIN 693d3ZNb ZoboVdMgdabob boMsbso@mMe 
DOMYHZIMYMBab JeaM|dIMyMBoboo6 Oogo- 
3daM900M, 3NBoN@sb, BoM9dM of NYM 0093d03- 
B79 AMMaI0gM, MobsB Dgbod~MmMs godMg6b3No 
053030b gMMgZ30Mn MosdHgqzmMMdd, JOGO 96/Mo 
019309303909 MMdd. AQbodsdabo@, boo8gmMo30M 
bobodoMAMMb OMvbZ36o, MMA 603030 obogob 
Od AMBANBAMMoab gom3Zgomnbbnbygdnm, Ovdm- 
JINOJOMO 39M ZobbodBm3Mo3Z@v, Mo LYMM 
AMIAdZoM ZgbZgNMoM|dNboMBZab, Ooybodyng- 
O9MNv.? 093dZNb sdMrab AMbIAZHs of ofMab Ab~m- 
MMO BMMIomyYMA 8MMEBgbO, AdAbsMBNb, Md 
3¥QBamgoob Bodobo dambgqm oagbob, bogahMmMe 
SOHN LoOMH.OMO goMZomabbnbgdqm oJbgb 
bodoMHAoMBsMIAM|bnb 8MMEB9LdN Oo Agbodo- 
Dabo@ sabobMb go@vby3ZgghnomM|bodn. 003d30b 
SOLH9-ZoHDoMAJ00 IMME3Z0MN AHZNBIOYM|Oo0 
Ov DabLN gGoyNZomMabbabgdemos bogaMM Mobo- 
d9NJdob AMaMbMZb, Oobodgmgdnb bogQyxd3gm0 
30 MONAJHIMA Oo DnQVZgMIM|OIMN AQZRobgdvo. 
LEMM]O sdNAMA LoAMJoMo)M bo8MMEBgbM 30o- 
BMBAM|ZOMMdds 093d3ZNb odMab goAMZomnbbo- 
B9O0MMdNL LoMsbsOM Gobodyngdob 3gom@g- 
OIM|dob03 YOOo = AJgNBog@gb Go, BYbo@No, 
oMbadbyann go0m~@jdymybnb OofMM393Nb dgd- 
6393000 — gobohagMygdnb Bgbbo @o 8MMBIM@7- 
Mgob. 

bodAMJoMo)M Lo8MMEB9LM 3Ma@gIbO 0~gIJbb, 
Md 7-@o6 18 Bmsd@) ohobMymMBmm3.6mo 
WB Ogdbs9 Od 306Mb60M OoBym abj|gMgbg- 
OL bobodoMHMMMIGN 030396 Domn AImMd~mg|odn 


Lodohm3gmmb ytgbogbo Lobodofimamb 2022 Fmob 
29 baJGQd0Mab Nob-1139-2021 gs6habgoo. 

32 Havelka and Others v. the Czech Republic, 2007, § 62. 
Haase v. Germany, 2004, § 97. damamgoymne: bodo- 
frm3gmmb ytgbogbo bobsodsfimamb 2022 Famob 23 
o3b6abab N ob-716-2021 go6bAnbgoa0b dnbj~@30m. 

33 Lodofim3gmmb ytgbogbo Lobodofmamb 2021 Fmob 
07 (0939d0MaL Neob-787-2021 gobhnb jd. 


6 0dM7639M 00. vdobMb6039, LobodofMmamm 
Z0MEOJdVMN obg9M boJd990dN Aosdob M30M 
ofobM9m6mmM36900B3.% ABNM|ZBMMZb60b 79- 
mgO9dbo Ov 306MbNM OoB7M NBH|gM|LIOb bo- 
bodoMAMMda 0Bo3gb Jobo 306MbBngMO GoMd~m- 
00OZ969EM. LobodoMhAMM ABM |d0dMbaAMNDS 
ABNM{BEMMZo603 Aoodob 8MMEBgbdN.* LodmMo- 
MoJM bosMMEBgILM ZobMbA@|gdMmMods vobaggodb 
69303b FAM|oob saMfamb, my MmamM Amyb- 
006M6 Bob, 8nMOsdsNM My BoMAMIdsO{gIH~oadL 
09d39M00O. BoMAMIs@{IHBMALOMZNb 603d3N0b 
AMbAZHAL YQay|dab O|QmM|gnM|ds, BoMdMIo- 
@Zg7OB~mModab bomosbooM BamMaAb AngM gvbb~m- 
MBNgM|ONb 8MNHBO38b 9939d6900, »mb0d6ymM0 
oMobMymMbBmmsb6ab AMbAgbOL ofosnMMs3sNM 
QMMIsO JonAH|Z80." MYIBs, MMEMME J30@yMg- 
bo o93NM|OMMdy, OLA JHOo aJbob godmMnyg969- 


34 Lodohm3gmmb bLodmgomsjm bLo8immeggbm 3me@ggbo. 
(1997). Lodmgog~mojm bLoihmegbm Jdg@ybofhasbmds. 
dybe~mn §=81 (3). LodJomm3gmmb bLozobmbd~gjomm 


00369. <https://matsne.gov.ge/ka/document/ 
view/29962?publication=166> [dmamm F3~@mMde: 09 
dofn Ao, 2024] 


35 Lodohm3gmmb bLodmgomsjm bLo8dmmggbm 3mce@g jbo. 
(1997). Lodmgog~mojm boihmegbm Jdg@ybofmasbmds. 
dybe~mn = 81 (5). LodJomm3gmmb bLo3obmbd~gjoqm 


00369- <https://matsne.gov.ge/ka/document/ 
view/29962?publication=166> [d6mamm F3~@mde: 09 
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69M LodsMHosMbBsMIM|bod0. 603d30b YQRag- 
dab Lbgo 8NMAbSMZNL Z9O93900, JNVLVZM@o300, 
Dabo BAMOBgbnagMN ZoOsdBo@godabo, goM3399M 
Mab3z9g0b AgnBo3gb, 08 MabZgd0Nb Mo3{gN@06 ofMo- 
@gdab y3ggmodg bEMMn gdo Mogo@ o38d30b 
dagM baMZNM |ONb OoQagboMgdoo. 00 dgdmMb39- 
3000 My BohdMI0MBIHgEMN sbMMBAgMY|Ob 03- 
d3ZNb sdMrab ZoO@IMEJIGob, boFaMmMs ym3gme3o- 
fa D{9MIDQHA bgmMAQb|Zdnb gof|M9d9 GoMOIMLE]L 
693030b L|aMZNM |ON, MoMs ZoMoby3ZghAM Oo 
0M OS9RVIOML ofhobLHMM Agbg@ymM|d90b. 0d 
0906393000, MMO Jb 60303b 96006900 bod- 
MMBILM BohdMIovM{IbgE@mn 06 ABMyR63g9MMO0- 
bs Oo O99M3gMdOb Agbododnbo A9doZg0 9MM3900 
8AMEBILIO, SVBNM|dIMS ZoMZ0mabbnbgdgm 
NJHob, MMI 603d390M06 OMI9Qd0389 y3gMo 8Mm- 
B97LIMBomM YOOo AMABD.@@]L N6HgMONLBNS- 
MabyMho@ do030d3Nb yQRaMgdgdnb, LbZgo@obb3o 
obogmodoMagn LbogaMmMy|dgd0b Oo 003039 IMM- 
B909NMO 8MMEBgbLAL goMZgomabbnbgd0M. abnbo 
JOOo BZdOdB0OH9H y3gmMo obognbs Ov g0630- 
MoMg00b 0603039006 3Md7H0Z030NLoMBZNb.* 
BoMhdMdo@ggHbmMoab Agd3gMbNM Mogagbofg- 
09M 093d380b sOMb BALAo@ 03039 060d36gmm- 
do 7O@o dogbagmb, MMEMMEB MoZ{o0@ 003d3N0b 
dngM OoQnJboMgdgEMb, MYI30 00 dJIMb393000 
Md SboZ0 Oo AMBNQIAMMddy, ofMd9@ bo739M9- 
bm abGgMgbLgOMH 3o03dNMN 7OOo Mo@gnbogb 
Od JgRobOgb, MY Mosd@|7bo@ BHoMAmo@egbb 
BoMdOMdo@{IHMadL sbbbo-go6doMPg6o0 003d30b 
bo939Mg9LM NBGgMgbLgob. 

SOMNZO, LoIMJo~o)M bodsMMBgbM 306m- 
6d@970EMMd0d YOHOo Ovo@ZgnbMb oo3d30b Amb- 
AVPBaLoMZAbL sVQNM|OIM bo8MMEBgLM BofMob- 
Hngd0, Moms 603d3Nb AMbodMgdgd0b AMbAQHs 
AYMbL BgdoyMAMMdnMN Ov» N6QMMIAsHayQmo, 
bMaMM sdMn boMsbo.OMO gomgZgomoabbnbgdgm0. 


@ob3360 


603030b AMbLIAgbOL YQBagdnb Mygomnadgoo 
3IMA3IMA]AILAMA AnMOgMIdgoOL MosBZ0db90 Movdm- 
39MJOYM. Bboo@ns, 3o6Mbd@gomMmMbNM {v6b- 
bodmgMyana 8MmEBgonMgdnb goMgdg, MHAMND 


38 0530369 AMMajonmMO DAoMMMAbLsxAmM Os, (2017), 
356MbdeEJom™MmMonb 330939, gogMMb 0930d3Ms BMbCn. 
<https://www.unicef.org/georgia/media/1481/file/ 
Legislative%20Analysis%20GEO.pdf> [omam f3c@mdoe: 
09 doen, 2024]. 


MsdZ3NO@MO JL JMMBZ0MM3Z06N B8MhoJHnZo Wo 
39093 IBMAM MYM, ymggm BmMbshabaIm 
0906393000 003d3Nb AMbLIAQHAb YAM gd0 OJHgb 
boMs6sOMO OoBymMon Oo yoMyH3gmymMg@amo. 

oMbadbymab goMZ0moabbabgb0M, bodmdo- 
MoJM bo8MMBILM BMO@JJILIo DHNdZHgMMZo600 
ZHbodMZMMb o3dZ30b AMbIAQHAL YRM do, 99- 
bododabon 8MMEBg@AM|dOAMS Ovo O9Jo60Bdg00M. 
ysaMggmgb ym3gmabo, do3d3n0b AMIds@gdNb 
DNdHNM YOO BZobabodm3ZMmb YQmgodosdmbamo 
80M900b AbMagMsH d03d30b boMsboOM 06QMm- 
MAAM_dAMMonb ZoMEO@JdymM|d0, MMAGAL OMo- 
MOobHyxMJ003 LEMM|@ 0A 8NMgdnb AHZNBIONL 
bogbo@ nj6g00 DnAHgZgEN. 08M9M38gq, bogaMmes 
JIVOMMO AMbAQHAL bodohMMmEmy|dMngN AQJo- 
Baddgdnb BMbH3M|IH_IMN BoHdoM—HQJdo0, Agbodo- 
dabo goMgdMbs Oo MvdbbM] 8nMMo DQMAQ30, 
Mo OMMbdE d60dZH9MMZ06No YQBMM AXA ofho- 
QBOMMAsMYAMMds, MMBMME JVAQVoMME AMbAgbOb 
bagMp3gdo, ob939, sobgbnbdggdgm s8nMMo fro- 
BdOQMMddN. AHNAZHIMMZo60» LodAMJomogm 
bo8MMEBZ9LM 3M gILIo MvdoHJd0NM {BoNMZ0- 
MabBNEMb do3d3Nb sBMHhab goyMm3o0mnbb60bg90- 
Mmmodab Agbododnba Oobsdy9ngJdo Oo gJb3g- 
MAHAL AoMMYMMds oboZgnNbo Oo Bo63anoMgd0b 
AgboQobgdMo@. 00 49dMb3930d0, My do3d30b 
AMbAgHAL ARm|odnb MgomMadgdnNboMZ0b Mm- 
dgmMndg oYBAM|dIEN 3Md3Mbgb—H0 oM OgJbg- 
do LobgdgJ, JoZoMnMs@, 00303b of AagEMEa Jobo 
NHQMMIASBAS bogaMmygdnbsdg0M, goM9dM oM 
NJHgd0 6030389 MMhagBHoM|dQEN, JJL3gmMmab 
DIQoLIOS OF AonMZa@Mgds LoMBIARHME, 06 Mo- 
B90 BOdHyZIHAM|OS YaIM|oIMYMBb oo3- 
dZOb oBMMb, LbogaMmMos oMbgdMdb gobohagMgda0b 
Bgba @s 8MMBI@ AM, MMAQMNE 30~93 J9MMNO 
© 06nNd3bgmMMZ060 Og9M3gH0 OJH900 003d30b 
AMbAAZHAL AE~mrg|oab OoBZgnboMZab bodmMJomo- 
JM bodoMHMombBoMImygdnb gobbMMRNgM ]60- 
bob, MYIBo ZoboM3gomabbnbgdgamno, MMA g|o- 
bohaghmgdob 8hMMBgm@gIMs JOO@o nyMb LBMog@oa 
©od 003930b bo|AZgM]ILM NH}_M]b|gd0b MvB300)9 
mmagbhamMgdge0. 
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